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AS OF: 01/02/2003 

STAGE: 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER 
NAME 

APPLICANT 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARDACTIONS 

99-28 
SCAGLIONE, DOMENICO SUBDIVISION 
SCAGLIONE, DOMENICO 

PAGE: 1 

STATUS [Open, Withd] 
A [Disap, Appr] 

- -DATE- - MEETING-PURPOSE ACTION-TAKEN- - • 

12/10/2002 PLANS STAMPED APPROVED 

10/23/2002 P.B. APPEARANCE LA:ND APPROVED 

06/14/2 000 P.B. APPEARANCE - PUB HEAR CLOSED PH 

04/26/2000 P.B. APPEARANCE LA: SCHED. PH 
. SEND TO GLEN MARSHALL FOR REVIEW 

10/13/1999 P.B. APPEARANCE 

10/06/1999 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE 

REFER TO Z.B.A 

SUBMIT 



AS OF: 11/13/2002 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER 
NAME 

APPLICANT 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES 
RECREATION 

99-28 
SCAGLIONE, DOMENICO SUBDIVISION 
SCAGLIONE, DOMENICO 

PAGE: 1 

•DATE- DESCRIPTION- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE 

10/31/2002 TWO LOT REC FEE 

11/12/2002 REC. CK. #2958 

CHG 

PAID 

TOTAL 

3000.00 

3000.00 

3000.00 

3000.00 0.00 

vWxB v 



AS OF: 11/13/2002 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER 
NAME 

APPLICANT 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES 
ESCROW 

99-28 
SCAGLIONE, DOMENICO SUBDIVISION 
S CAGLIONE, DOMENICO 

PAGE 

-DATE-- DESCRIPTION- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE 

10/07/1999 

10/13/1999 

10/13/1999 

04/26/2000 

04/26/2000 

06/14/2000 

06/14/2000 

10/09/2002 

10/09/2002 

10/21/2002 

10/23/2002 

10/23/2002 

11/12/2002 

REC. CK. #2036 

P.B. ATTY. FEE 

P.B. MINUTES 

P.B. ATTY. FEE 

P.B. MINUTES 

P.B. ATTY. FEE 

P.B. MINUTES 

P.B. ATTY. FEE 

P.B. MINUTES 

P.B. ENGINEER FEE 

P.B. ATTY FEE 

P.B MINUTES 

REC. CK. #2960 

PAID 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

PAID 

TOTAL: 

35.00 

13 .50 

35.00 

22.50 

35.00 

31.50 

35.00 

9.00 

446.00 

35.00 

13 .50 

711.00 

450.00 

261.00 

711.00 0. 00 



# • 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

AS OF: 11/13/2002 PAGE: 1 
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES 

APPROVAL 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 99-2 8 
NAME: SCAGLIONE, DOMENICO SUBDIVISION 

APPLICANT: SCAGLIONE, DOMENICO 

--DATE-- DESCRIPTION TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE 

10/31/2002 SUB. APPROVAL FEE CHG 265.00 

11/12/2002 REC. CK. #2959 PAID 265.00 

TOTAL: 265.00 265.00 0.00 



# • 

Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 

New Windsor, NY 12553 
(845) 563-4611 

RECEIPT 
#1084-2002 

11/14/2002 

Scaglione Quality Builders 
371 Temple Hill Road 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Received $ 265.00 for Planning Board Fees on 11/14/2002. Thank you for 
stopping by the Town Clerk's office. 

As always, it is our pleasure to serve you. 

Deborah Green 
Town Clerk 



fWn of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 

New Windsor, New York 12553 
Telephone: (845) 563-4615 

Fax: (845) 563-4693 

OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD 

October 30, 2002 

Zimmerman Engineering 
Rt. 17M 
Harriman,NY 10926 

ATTENTION: JERRY ZIMMERMAN 

SUBJECT: SCAGLIONE SUBDIVISION (3 LOTS) 
THE CAUSEWAY - TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
P.B. FILE #99-28 (YOUR JOB #97011) 

Dear Jerry: 

Please find attached the breakdown of fees due for subject subdivision. Please have your client 
submit three separate checks, made payable to The Town of New Windsor, as follows: 

CHECK #1 $ 261.00 Addition to Escrow Posted 

CHECK #2 $ 265.00 Approval Fee 

CHECK #3 $ 3,000.00 Recreation Fee for two lots @ $1,500.00 each 

Once the above checks are received and plans and mylars are submitted, I will have them 
stamped and signed approved for your filing with the County Clerk's Office. 

If you have any further questions in this matter, please contact my office. 

Very truly yours, 

/JurtAJ 7^W/^-
MyranL. Mason 
Secretary to the Planning Board 

MLM:mlm 
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AS OF: 10/30/2002 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER 
NAME 

APPLICANT 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES 
ESCROW 

99-28 
SCAGLIONE, DOMENICO SUBDIVISION 
S CAGLIONE, DOMENICO 

PAGE: 1 

--DATE- DESCRIPTION- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE 

10/07/1999 

10/13/1999 

10/13/1999 

04/26/2000 

04/26/2000 

06/14/2000 

06/14/2000 

10/09/2002 

10/09/2002 

10/21/2002 

10/23/2002 

10/23/2002 

REC. CK. #2 03 6 

P.B. ATTY. FEE 

P.B. MINUTES 

P.B. ATTY. FEE 

P.B. MINUTES 

P.B. ATTY. FEE 

P.B. MINUTES 

P.B. ATTY. FEE 

P.B. MINUTES 

P.B. ENGINEER FEE 

P.B. ATTY FEE 

P.B MINUTES 

PAID 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

TOTAL: 

35. 

13 

35 

22 

35 

31 

35 

9 

446 

35 

13 

711 

00 

50 

00 

50 

00 

50 

00 

00 

10 

00 

50 

.10 

450.00 

450.00 

Ifad #/ 



October 23, 2002 12 

SCAGLIONE SUBDIVISION (99-28) 

MR. PETRO: Mark, bring us up to date on why he's on 
the agenda. 

MR. EDSALL: Scaglione subdivision was on the 
application at the last meeting on October 9 and 
because we didn't have Myra available as a resource for 
information, we erred as I see it, it wasn't clear that 
in fact there had been a public hearing and she advises 
that on June 14, 2000 Scaglione subdivision did have a 
public hearing. Also, we were confused as to whether 
or not a lead agency coordination letter went out and 
it needed because the Office of Parks, Recreation and 
Historic Preservation must issue an approval and in 
fact, a letter did go out back on May 9, 2000. So all 
the procedural items had already been taken care of, 
and we were holding up his approval just to go through 
that paperwork. It's done, the Parks, Recreation and 
Historic Preservation told us there's no impact. 
Bottom line is the man's done, all we need to do is 
adopt a negative dec and we can consider approval. 

MR. EDSALL: Since no other agencies have indicated 
interest, you will formally take lead agency. I think 
the last meeting we said we were going to circulate a 
letter. 

MR. PETRO: Motion for lead agency. 

MR. ARGENIO: So moved. 

MR. BRESNAN: Second it. 

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the 
New Windsor Planning Board declare itself lead agency 
since we have not heard back from any other interested 
agencies for the Scaglione subdivision, 3 lot 
subdivision on The Causeway. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. ARGENIO AYE 
MR. BRESNAN AYE 
MR. KARNAVEZOS AYE 



October 23, 2002 13 

MR. LANDER AYE 
MR. PETRO AYE 

MR. PETRO: Any other discussion from any of the board 
members? We just want to clarify what Mark said and 
get it done with, if not, I'll entertain a motion for 
negative dec for the Scaglione subdivision. 

MR. ARGENIO: So moved. 

MR. BRESNAN: Second it. 

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the 
New Windsor Planning Board declare a negative dec under 
the SEQRA process for the Scaglione subdivision on The 
Causeway, I believe is the road. Is there any further 
discussion from the board members? If not, roll call. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. 
MR. 
MR. 
MR. 
MR. 

ARGENIO 
BRESNAN 
KARNAVEZOS 
LANDER 
PETRO 

AYE 
AYE 
AYE 
AYE 
AYE 

MR. PETRO: Mark, I believe he's ready for final 
approval? 

MR. EDSALL: Yes. 

MR. LANDER: So moved. 

MR. KARNAVEZOS: Second it. 

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the 
New Windsor Planning Board grant final approval to the 
Scaglione subdivision on The Causeway. Is there any 
further discussion? If not, roll call. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. ARGENIO AYE 
MR. BRESNAN AYE 
MR. KARNAVEZOS AYE 



/ October 23, 2002 14 

MR. LANDER AYE 
MR. PETRO AYE 



MHE * 
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSUMING I NGINITRSI'C 
RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E. (NY&PAI 
WIUJAM J. HAUSER, P.E. (NY&NJ| 
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. |NY.NJ&PA) 
JAMES M. FARR, P.E. INY&PAJ 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNING BOARD 

REVIEW COMMENTS 

PROJECT NAME: SCAGLIONE MINOR SUBDIVISION 
PROJECT LOCATION: FISHER LANE (CAUSEWAY) 

SECTION 35 - BLOCK 1 - LOT 70 
PROJECT NUMBER: 97-28 
DATE: 23 OCTOBER 2002 
DESCRIPTION: THE APPLICATION PROPOSES THE SUBDIVISION OF THE 1.05+/-

ACRE PARCEL INTO THREE (3) SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 
LOTS. THE PLAN WAS PREVIOUSLY REVIEWED AT THE 13 
OCTOBER 1999, 26 APRIL 2000, 
14 JUNE 2000, 12 SEPTEMBER 2001 AND 9 OCTOBER 2002 
PLANNING BOARD MEETINGS. 

1. The property is located in the Planned Industrial (PI) Zoning District of the Town. The single-
family use required a Use Variance from the Zoning Board of Appeals, and was referred for that 
purpose on 11/10/99. It is my understanding that the variances were obtained based on the 
depicted lots. The variance is listed under note 6. 

2. Previously, the major outstanding issue regarding this application was the issue concerning 
cultural resources. This matter was referred to the NYS Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic 
Preservation. Based on their letter dated 17 July 2002, the project will have no effect on the 
cultural resources or historic places. I would assume that we have also heard from the Town 
Historian. 

At the last Planning Board meeting, it was incorrectly concluded that a Lead Agency 
Coordination letter had not been issued. Myra has corrected the record and advised that it was 
sent o 9 May 2000. No other involved agencies have indicated any interest, therefore, I 
recommend the Planning Board formally assume Lead Agency. 

3. Also at the last Planning Board meeting, we were unclear if a public hearing was previously 
held. It should be noted that one was held on 14 June 2000. 

REGIONAL OFFICES 
• 507 Broad Street • Milford, Pennsylvania 18337 • 570-296-2765 • 
• 540 Broadway • Monticello, New York 1270? • 845-794-3391 • 

^ P l N OFFICE 
33 Airport Center Drive 
Suite 202 
New Windsor, New York 12553 

(845) 567-3100 
fax: (845) 567-3232 
e-mail: mheny@mhepc.com 

Writer's e-mail address: 
mje@mhepc.com 

mailto:mheny@mhepc.com
mailto:mje@mhepc.com


4. Based on the response from NYSOPRHP, I believe sufficient information is now on file to 
support the adoption of a "neg dec". 

5. I am aware of no outstanding items, and no reason why Final Approval could not be considered. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

ig Board Engineer 

7-28-09Oct02.doc 



• 

SUBDIVISION FEES - TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

MINOR SUBDIVISION FEES: 

APPLICATION FEE , 

ESCROW: v 

RESIDENTIAL: 
LOTS @ 150.00 (FIRST 4 LOTS) $ 
LOTS @ 75 . 00 (ANY OVER 4 LOTS ) $ 

COMMERCIAL: 
LOTS @ 400.00 (FIRST 4 LOTS) $ 
LOTS @ 200.00 (ANY OVER 4 LOTS) $ 

50.00 

TOTAL ESCROW DUE $ 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

APPROVAL FEES MINOR SUBDIVISION: 

PRE-PRELIMINARY PLAT APPROVAL $ 5 0 . 0 0 
PRELIMINARY PLAT APPROVAL $ 1 0 0 . 0 0 
FINAL PLAT APPROVAL ( $ 1 0 0 . 0 0 + $5 .00/LOT) $ \\G*Q0 
FINAL PLAT SECTION FEE $ -JrO-O^Oa 
BULK LAND TRANSFER. . . ( $100 . 00 ) $ 

TOTAL SUBDIVISION APPROVAL FEES $ 3(o5'• ^O 

* * * . * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

RECREATION FEES: 

J~ LOTS % $500.0-0 PER LOT $ ^QdOQ-o 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

THE FOLLOWING CHARGES ARE TO BE DEDUCTED FROM ESCROW: 

PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER FEES $ 
PLANNING BOARD ATTORNEY FEES $' 
MINUTES OF MEETINGS % 
OTHER $" 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

PERFORMANCE BOND AMOUNT $ 

4% OF ABOVE AMOUNT ."X. •TT. $ 

ESTIMATE OF PRIVATE IMPROVEMENTS: 

2% OF APPROVED COST ESTIMATE 
(INSPECTION FEE) 



# 
AS 01 : 10/30/2002 

JOR: 87-b6 
CHRONOLOGICAL JOB SIA1US RLPORI 

NLW WINDSOR PIANN1NG BOARD (Chargeable t.o Applicant;) 
FASK: 99 28 
FOR WORK DONE PRIOR TO: 10/30/2002 

TASK NO RIC DAI IRAN TMPI AC I DLSCRIPI ION- RAIT MRS. TIML 

PAGI 

CLITNI : NIWWIN IOWN 01 NFW WINDSOR 

DOIIARS 

EXP. BIFFED BAI ANCE 

9 9 - 2 8 139301 1 0 / 0 6 / 9 9 TIME MJE WS SCAGE10NE (CSWAY) SD 75 

99-28 139312 
99-28 139/113 
99 28 139484 
99-28 141037 

10/13/99 
10/13/99 
10/13/99 
11/10/99 

TIME 
11 ME 
11 ME 
"I IMF 

MJF 
MJF 
MCK 
MJE 

MM 
MC 
CL 
MC 

SCAG D1SAPP TO 7BA 
SCAGI IONE 
SCAGL/TECH RVW CMNIS 
SCAGI IONE /BA REF 

75.00 

75.00 

75.00 

28.00 

75.00 

0.40 

0.10 

0.50 

0.50 

0.40 

30.00 

7.50 

37.50 

14.00 

30.00 

99-28 141137 11/15/99 BII 99-1099 

9 9 2 8 155189 07/14/00 BII 00-682 

99-28 182035 09/11/01 I IMF MJF MC SCAGI IONF 

99-28 190686 12/31/01 

85.00 0.30 

99-28 224360 10/08/02 I IMF 
99-28 225124 10/15/02 IIMI 
99-28 225898 10/23/02 TIME 

119.00 

99-28 

99-28 

99-28 

99-28 

99-28 

99-28 

99-28 

99-28 

99 28 

149785 

150668 

150110 

150670 

151422 

151442 

151618 

153619 

153624 

04/05/00 

04/19/00 

04/20/00 

04/20/00 

05/09/00 

05/09/00 

05/17/00 

06/14/00 

06/15/00 

TIMF 

TIME 

TIME 

TIME 

TIME 

TIME 

TIME 

TIME 

MJF 
MJE 
MCK 
MJE 
MCK 
MJE 

MJE 
MJE 

WS 
MC 
CL 
MC 
CL 
MC 

MC 
MC 

SCAGLIONF 

SCAGLIONE SUB 

REV COM SCAGLIONE 

SCAGLIONE SUB 

LEAD AGENCY CORD LIR 

SCAGLIONE L/A COORD 

BILL 00-526 

SCAGLIONE 

SCAGLIONE 

80.00 

80.00 

28.00 

80.00 

28.00 

80.00 

80.00 

80.00 

0.40 

0.50 

0.50 

0.10 

0.50 

0.40 

0.40 

0.30 

32.00 

40.00 

14.00 

8.00 

14.00 

32.00 

140.00 

32.00 

24.00 

3* IASK 101AL 

T GRAND 101Al 

56.00 

25.50 

MJF 
MJF 
MJE 

MC 
MC 
MM 

BIN 02 202 1/17/02 

SCAGI IONF SUBDIV 88.00 

SCAGLIONL SLQRA 88.00 

Scaglione Cond APPL 88.00 

0.70 

0.40 

0.10 

25.50 

61.60 

35.20 

8.80 

446.10 

446.10 

0.00 

0.00 

119.00 

119.00 

140.00 

140.00 

-56.00 

-56.00 

-25.50 

-25.50 

340.50 

340.50 

105.60 

105.60 



RESULTS OF P.B. iV^fcTING OF : fi/iMVu £*t ^k 

PROJECT: InA^a XJ- P.B.# ??^r 

LEAD AGENCY: 

1. AUTHORIZE COORD LETTER: Y_ 
2. TAKE LEAD AGENCY: Y / N 

M)JLS)A_VOTE: A£_NA_ 
CARRIED: YES / N O 

N 

NEGATIVE DEC: 

M)A. S)6_ VOTE; A 5jNJL 
CARRIED: Y E S / N O 

WAIVE PUBLIC HEARING: 

SCHEDULE P.H. Y N 

SEND TO O.C. PLANNING: Y 

M) S) VOTE: A N WAIVED: Y N 

SEND TO DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION: Y _ 

REFER TO Z.B.A: M) S) VOTE: A N 

RETURN TO WORK SHOP: YES NO 

APPROVAL: 

M) S) VOTE: A N APPROVED: 
M)£-S) j^VOTE: A^TNO_ APPROVED CONDITIONALLY: //y &*/02~ 

NEED NEW PLANS: Y N 

DISCUSSION/APPROVAL CONDITIONS: 



McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E . (NY&PA) 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. (NY&NJ) 
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. (NY,NJ&PA) 
JAMES M. FARR, P.E. (NY&PA) 

11 Main Office 
33 Airport Center Drive 
Suite #202 
New Windsor, New York 12553 
(845)567-3100 
e-mail: mheny@mhepc.com 

II Regional Office 
507 Broad Street 
Milford, Pennsylvania 18337 
(570) 296-2765 
e-mail: mhepa@mhepc.com 

Writer's E-mail Address: 
mje(a)ymhepc. com 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNING BOARD 

REVIEW COMMENTS 

PROJECT NAME: 
PROJECT LOCATION: 

PROJECT NUMBER: 
DATE: 
DESCRIPTION: 

SCAGLIONE MINOR SUBDIVISION 
FISHER LANE (CAUSEWAY) 
SECTION 35 - BLOCK 1 - LOT 70 
97-28 
9 OCTOBER 2002 
THE APPLICATION PROPOSES THE SUBDIVISION OF THE 1.05+/- ACRE 
PARCEL INTO THREE (3) SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL LOTS. THE PLAN 
WAS PREVIOUSLY REVIEWED AT THE 13 OCTOBER 1999, 26 APRIL 2000, 
14 JUNE 2000, AND 12 SEPTEMBER 2001 PLANNING BOARD MEETINGS. 

The property is located in the Planned Industrial (PI) Zoning District of the Town. The single-family use 
required a Use Variance from the Zoning Board of Appeals, and was referred for that purpose on 11/10/99. It 
is my understanding that the variances were obtained based on the depicted lots. The variance is listed under 
note 6. 

The major outstanding issue regarding this application was the issue concerning cultural resources. This 
matter was referred to the NYS Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation. Based on their letter 
dated 17 July 2002, the project will have no effect on the cultural resources or historic places. I would assume 
that we have also heard from the Town Historian. 

The Planning Board may wish to authorize the issuance of a Lead Agency Coordination letter for the project, 
to begin the SEQRA review process. The applicant should submit eight (8) sets of drawings and the 
environmental form for this purpose. 

The Planning Board should determine if a Public Hearing will be necessary for this minor subdivision (in 
form of lot line change), or if same can be waived per Paragraph 4.B of the Subdivision Regulations. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

/Edsali;P.Er 
tanning Board Engineer 

NW97-28-09Oct02.doc 

mailto:mheny@mhepc.com
mailto:mhepa@mhepc.com


AS OF: 10/23/2002 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER 

REV1 

REV1 

REV1 

REV1 

REV1 

REV1 

ORIG 

ORIG 

ORIG 

ORIG 

ORIG 

NAME 
APPLICANT 

DATE-SENT 

05/01/2000 

04/13/2000 

04/13/2000 

04/13/2000 

04/13/2000 

04/13/2000 

10/07/1999 

10/07/1999 

10/07/1999 

10/07/1999 

10/07/1999 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD AGENCY APPROVALS 

99-28 
SCAGLIONE, DOMENICO SUBDIVISION 
S CAGLIONE, DOMENICO 

PAGE: 1 

AGENCY 

TOWN HISTORIAN 

MUNICIPAL HIGHWAY 

MUNICIPAL WATER 

MUNICIPAL SEWER 

MUNICIPAL FIRE 

NYSDOT 

MUNICIPAL HIGHWAY 

MUNICIPAL WATER 

MUNICIPAL SEWER 

MUNICIPAL FIRE 

NYSDOT 

DATE-RECD RESPONSE 

/ / 

04/24/2000 APPROVED 

04/24/2000 APPROVED 

05/05/2000 APPROVED 

04/25/2000 APPROVED 

/ / 

10/08/1999 APPROVED 

10/12/1999 APPROVED 

11/17/1999 APPROVED 

10/13/1999 APPROVED 

04/13/2000 SUPERSEDED BY REV1 



AS OF: 10/23/2002 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER 
NAME 

APPLICANT 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD SEQRA ACTIONS 

99-28 
SCAGLIONE, DOMENICO SUBDIVISION 
SCAGLIONE, DOMENICO 

PAGE 

ORIG 

ORIG 

ORIG 

ORIG 

ORIG 

ORIG 

ORIG 

ORIG 

DATE-SENT ACTION DATE-RECD RESPONSE 

10/07/1999 EAF SUBMITTED 10/07/1999 WITH APPLIC 

10/07/1999 CIRCULATE TO INVOLVED AGENCIES 05/09/2000 SENT LETTR 

10/07/1999 LEAD AGENCY DECLARED 

10/07/1999 DECLARATION (POS/NEG) 

10/07/1999 SCHEDULE PUBLIC HEARING 

10/07/1999 PUBLIC HEARING HELD 

10/07/1999 WAIVE PUBLIC HEARING 

10/07/1999 AGRICULTURAL NOTICES 

10/09/2002 TOOK LA 

/ / 

04/26/2000 SCHED. PH 

06/14/2000 HELD PH 

/ / 

/ / 



9 COLUMBIA HERITAGE, LTD. 
56 NORTH PLANK ROAD - SUITE 287 

NEWBURGH, NEW YORK 12550 
TEL: 888-294-4815 PAX: 845-565-9504 

FACSIMILIE TRANSMISSION COVER SHEET 

DATE: ZL( ALA3L>Sy~* 

T0:
 ^ ^ / M C < Zcj*6Uo^/£ 

FACSIMILE NUMBER: <5££<S~ O G < £ / 

FROM: %rn£K/s. cs&s/^o^y 

TOTAL PAGES: 3 

MESSAGE: 

T" /V/^v^S: I S C ^ A / l^(£LAK///^(Sf £/£A/£>//S/<S 77//.S 

C^A/77^ r" A7^£> A CJVA^CJS: "TO M £ ^ T VC//T7V 

l^Uy HA\"£ A /o7^ 'R/S'/SAy /AB^LS > ° . ^T 
WtL-L^ COA/77/^O^ "TO 77*> TO OCW"77*OT~ 

r \<n ^ ^ RECEIVED 
Q<Lj£ ^ J y.$ MS 2 9 2001 



i u y c /L. U l Z 

COLUMBIA HERITAGE, LTD. 
56 NORTH PLANK ROAD - SUITE 287 

NEWBURGH, NEW YORK 12550 
TEL: 888-294-4815 FAX: 845-565-9504 

14 August 2001 

Mr. Dominick Scaglione 
Scaglione Quality Builders 
241 Temple Hill Road 
New Windsor, New York 12553 

Re: Phase I Cultural Resources Survey 
Proposed Subdivision 
Town of New Windsor, Orange County, New York 
Report CA387AB-1-8-01/OPRHP File OOPR2457 

Dear Mr. Scaglione: 

This end-of-field letter will confirm that all Phase IA site 
assessment and Phase IB archaeological field sampling related 
to the referenced proposed two-lot residential subdivision 
has been completed and will briefly summarize our findings 
and recommendations. 

As you know, the goal of the Phase IA site assessment study 
was to determine the potential for development impact to known 
and as-yet-undocumented cultural resources. The project parcel 
is situated within the National Register-listed New Windsor 
Cantonment Site. More specifically, it has been noted to lie 
within the parade area of the original hut sites, a latrine 
line of the Massachusetts huts and an area of sheet refuse. 

A potential for the presence of buried Native American 
cultural remains was also recognized, based on the proximity 
of known sites of indigenous activity and the fact that the 
physiographic character of the subject parcel would not have 
made it unattractive to prehistoric inhabitants of the area. 
A potential for buried cultural resources pertaining to the 
post-Revolutionary War era of settlement was also recognized, 
since this area has been occupied since the early 19th century. 

No buildings that meet minimum age criteria for listing on the 
State and National Register of Historic Places were noted to 
stand within view of the affected area. The parcel is located 
adjacent to reconstructed huts on Town of New Windsor property, 
but visual impact will be screened by existing vegetation that' 
will not be altered. 

To determine whether buried cultural remains were in fact 
present within the affected area, a Phase IB field survey was 
performed by our firm during July 2001. 
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Hand-dug shovel test holes were systematically placed across 
the project area at 26-foot intervals and their contents were 
screened through -inch hardware cloth to facilitate the 
recovery of smaller cultural items, in accordance with current 
state regulatory agency standards. 

No Native American cultural remains were encountered. Recovered 
material dating from the European American era included no 
obviously military items and nothing diagnostic of the late 
18th century. No concentration of cultural material was noted 
with items occurring in a generally sparse and scattered context 

A subarea that produced slightly more cultural material and 
was characterized by somewhat darker soil was more intensively 
sampled, with additional test holes placed at 13-foot intervals 
around the original sampling units. Several more cultural 
items were recovered but no evidence of a latrine or focused 
deposition of refuse was encountered. 

Although the parcel is located within an area of known late 
18th century cultural activity, based on the findings of this 
survey proposed development does not appear to affect cultural 
features or structural remains associated with this period. 
Scattered refuse noted appears to date from later periods and 
is unlikely to constititute a potentially significant cultural 
resource. Further investigation does seem likely to produce 
significant cultural information and none is recommended for 
this parcel. 

A Phase IB report presenting our findings in greater detail 
will be prepared in compliance with state regulatory agency 
guidelines and submitted to you shortly. Do not hesitate 
to call if you or the Town of New Windsor have any questions 
or desire additional information in the interim. 

Sincerel 

Stephen J. Oberon 
Principal Investigator 
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w New York State Office of Parkri, Recreation and Historic Preservation 
Historic Preservation Field Servhe^ Bureau 

MEwvoracsTATE S Peebles Island, PO Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0185 
Bt?rnadett« Casi'o 

CammtssicriBt 

July 17, 2002 

518-237-8643 

Stephen J, Oberoti 
Columbia Heritage, Ltd, 
56 North Plank Road, Suite 287 
Newburgh, New York 12550 

£e: 5EORA 
i Scaglionc Minor Subdivision 
! New Windsor. Orange County 

00PRO2457 

Dear Mr. Obcron: 

Thank you for requesting the iomments of the State Historic Preservation Office 
(SHPO). We have reviewed the project in accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966, j 

Based upon this review, it is tfie SHPO's opinion that your project will have No Effect 
upon cultural resources in or eligible fpr inclusion in rhe National Registers of Historic Places 

If further correspondence is repaired regarding this project, please be sure lo refer to the 
OPRHP Project Review (PR) number polled above. 

i 

j Sincerely, 

l lp^t^.^M^ 
Ruth L Pierpont 
Director, 
Historic Preservation Field Services Bureau. 

An Equal Opportunity/Affirmative Action Agency 
O p(inl*4 on rtoysled paper 
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| New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation 

a mm\^ 5 Historic Preservation Field Services Bureau 
o NEWYORKSTATE 1 Peebles Island, PO Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189 518-237-8643 

Bemadette Castro 
Commissioner 

October 26, 2001 

Dominick Scaglione 
Sacaglione Quality Builders 
371 Temple Hill Road 
New Windsor, New York 12553 

Dear Mr. Scaglione: 

Re: SEQRA 
Scaglione Minor Subdivision 
New Windsor/Orange County 
00PR2457 

The Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation (OPRHP) has reviewed the information 
submitted for this project. Our review has been in accordance with Section 14.09 of the New 
York Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation Law and relevant implementing regulations. 

The OPRHP is unable to provide comments regarding the potential impacts to historic resources 
without having a copy of the final Phase IA/D3 archeological survey report. The report needs to 
be bound and contain original photographs or good resolution reproductions. As soon as we 
receive the report we will be able to provide additional comments concerning the archeological 
site. 

If you have any questions, please contact Cynthia Blakemore at (518) 237-8643, extension 3288. 

Sincerely, 

u^sz^cf 
Ruth L. Pierpont 
Director 

cc. Mark Edsall, Town Planning Board 
Steve Oberon 

An Equal Opportunity/Affirmative Action Agency 
printed on recycled paper 



September 12, 2001 56 

SCAGLIONE SUBDIVISION (99-28) 

MR. EDSALL: The reason why I suggested to Myra that 
you defer dealing with the Scaglione application, what 
correspondence you received was a letter indicating the 
preliminary findings for the cultural resources study 
which is near The Last Encampment, but it's not the 
actual report and not only is it not the actual report 
but what you're waiting for is to hear from the Office 
of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation, so 
until that report goes to the state and the state 
responds, there's no sense wasting our time discussing 
revision to local zoning code. 

MR. PETRO: Motion to adjourn? 

MR. LANDER: So moved. 

MR. KARNAVEZOS: Second it. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. KARNAVEZOS AYE 
MR. LANDER AYE 
MR. PETRO AYE 

Respectfully Submitted By 

Frances Roth 
Stenographer 

W Hi 
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McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 
RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E . (NY&PA) 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. (NY&NJ) 
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. (NY.NJ&PA) 
JAMES M. FARR, P.E. (NY&PA) 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNING BOARD 

REVIEW COMMENTS 

PROJECT NAME: SCAGLIONE MINOR SUBDIVISION 
PROJECT LOCATION: FISHER LANE (CAUSEWAY) 

SECTION 35 - BLOCK 1 - LOT 70 
PROJECT NUMBER: 97-28 
DATE: 12 SEPTEMBER 2001 
DESCRIPTION: THE APPLICATION PROPOSES THE SUBDIVISION OF THE 1.05+/- ACRE 

PARCEL INTO THREE (3) SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL LOTS. THE 
PLAN WAS PREVIOUSLY REVIEWED AT THE 13 OCT 1999, 26 APR 2000 
AND 14 JUNE 2000 PLANNING BOARD MEETINGS. 

1. The property is located in the Planned Industrial (PI) Zoning District of the Town. The single-family 
use required a Use Variance from the Zoning Board of Appeals, and was referred for that purpose on 
11/10/99. It is my understanding that the variances were obtained based on the depicted lots. 

2. This would be a fairly simple minor subdivision, except that it is complicated by the fact that it is 
substantially contiguous to the New Windsor Cantonment and Last Encampment. It is a Type I action 
under SEQRA and the Board had requested a Full EAF with appropriate Cultural Resources studies. 

3. I previously requested that the applicant or his consultant contact the Town Historian and the Historical 
Associations for comment. We received a memo from the Town Historian which noted concern with 
the application. 

4. We have now received what appears to be a draft report from Columbia Heritage. It is my 
recommendation that we take no action on this submittal, as the applicant is required to make a 
complete submittal to New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation regarding 
potential impacts to the cultural resources. We should await comment from OPRHP as appropriate as 
part of the SEQRA process. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

(1 Main Office 
33 Airport Center Drive 
Suite #202 
New Windsor, New York 12553 
(845)567-3100 
e-mail: mheny@att.net 

D Regional Office 
507 Broad Street 
Milford, Pennsylvania 18337 
(570) 296-2765 
e-mail: mhepa@ptd.net 

NW99-28-12Sqrt01.doc 

mailto:mheny@att.net
mailto:mhepa@ptd.net


New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation 
Historic Preservation Field Services Bureau 
Peebles Island, PO Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189 518-237-8643 

Bernadette Castro 
Commissioner October 13, 2000 

Mark J. Edsall, P.E. 
Planning Board Engineer 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor. New York 12550 

Dear Mr. Edsali: 

Re: SEQRA 
Scaglione Minor Subdivision 
New Windsor, Orange County 
00PR2457 

Thank you for requesting the comments of the Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic 
Preservation (OPRHP) concerning your project's potential impact/effect upon historic and/or prehistoric 
cultural resources. Our staff has reviewed the documentation that you provided on your project. 
Preliminary comments and/or requests for additional information are noted on separate enclosures 
accompanying this letter. A determination of impact/effect will be provided only after ALL documentation 
requirements noted on any enclosures have been met. Any questions concerning our preliminary comments 
and/or requests for additional information should be directed to the appropriate staff person identified on 
each enclosure. 

In cases where a state agency is involved in this undertaking, it is appropriate for that agency to 
determine whether consultation should take place with OPRHP under Section 14.09 of the New York State 
Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation Law. In addition, if there is any federal agency involvement, 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation's regulations, "Protection of Historic and Cultural Properties" 
36 CFR 800 requires that agency to initiate consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO). 

When responding, please be sure to refer to the OPPHP Project Review (PR) number noted above. 

Sincerely, 

Ruth L. Pierpont 
Director 

RLP:bsd 
Enclosure(s) 

* • i 
u. • 5 
O NEW YORK STATE 2 

An Equal Opportunity/Affirmative Action Agency 
<£} printed on recycled paper 



ARCHEOLOGY COMMENTS 

00PR2457 

Based on reported resources, there may be archeological sites within your project 
area. Therefore, the Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation (OPRHP) 
recommends that a Phase I archeological survey is wan-anted, unless substantial prior 
ground disturbance can be documented. If you consider the project area disturbed, 
documentation of disturbance will need to be reviewed by the OPRHP. 

A Phase 1 survey is designed to determine the presence or absence of 
archeological sites or other cultural resources in the project's area of potential effect. The 
Phase 1 survey is divided into two progressive units of study including a Phase 1A 
sensitivity assessment and initial project area field inspection, and a Phase IB subsurface 
testing program for the project area. The OPRHP can provide standards for conducting 
cultural resource investigations upon request. Cultural resource surveys and survey 
reports that meet these standards will be accepted and approved by the OPRHP. 

Our Office does not conduct cultural resources surveys. A 36 CFR 61 qualified 
archeologist should be retained to conduct the Phase 1 survey. Many archeological 
consulting firms advertise their availability in the yellow pages. The services of qualified 
archeologists can also be obtained by contacting local, regional, or statewide professional 
archeological organizations. Phase 1 surveys can be expected to vary in cost per mile of 
right-of-way or by the number of acres impacted. We encourage you to contact a number 
of consulting firms and compare examples of each firm's work to obtain the best product. 

Documentation of ground disturbance should include a description of the 
disturbance with confirming evidence. Confirmation can include current photographs 
and/or older photographs of the project area which illustrate the disturbance 
(approximately keyed to a project area map), past maps or site plans that accurately 
record previous disturbances, the land use history, and/or current soil borings that verify 
past disruptions to the land 

If you have any questions concerning archeology, please call Cynthia Blakemore 
at (518) 237-8643 ext. 3288. 



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
TOWN HISTORIAN SITE PLAN/SUBDIVISION 

REVIEW 

CONCERNS OF TOWN HISTORIAN: 

1. EXISTING HOUSE SITS ON MASS. HUT SITES WHICH ARE APPROXIMATELY 10' 
BELOW THE SURFACE OF THE FOUNDATION OF THE EXISTING HOUSE. 

2. PROPOSED HOUSE #2 FALLS WITHIN THE PARADE AREA OF THE ORIGINAL 
HUT SITES AND ALSO SHEET REFUSE AREA. 

3. PROPOSED HOUSE #3 LIES WITHIN THE LATRINE LINE OF THE MASS. HUTS. 
PRESENT LAND CONTOUR CLOSELY RESEMBLES THAT OF THE EXISTING 
LAND CONTOURS ON THE TOWN HISTORIC SITE. ARCHEOLOGICAL 
INVESTIGATIONS ON THE TOWN PROPERTY AND ARCHEOLOGICAL 
INVESTIGATIONS AT THE SITE OF THE TWO RECONSTRUCTED HUTS ON THE 
TOWN PROPERTY HAS CONFIRMED PREVIOUS INVESTIGATIONS 
DETERMINING SAME. 

4. AN ARCHEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATION SHOULD BE MADE OF THE TWO 
PROPOSED SITES BE IT SHOVEL TESTS OR OTHER RECOMMENDED METHODS 
TO DETERMINE THE EXISTANCE OF THE PREVIOUS OR ANY DISTURBANCE 
THEREOF. 

5. FOR ADDITIONAL RECOMMENDATIONS - CONTACT STATE OFFICE OF 
HISTORIC PRESERVATIONS. 

6. THE PROPOSED SITES FALL WITHIN THE TWO AND ONE HALF SQUARE MILE 
NATIONAL REGISTRY SITE OF THE NEW WINDSOR CANTONEMENT. 

THE ORIGINAL CANTONEMENT SUBSURFACE IS AT ABOUT AN EIGHT TO 
NWELVE INCH DEPTH BELOW EXISTING SURFACES. 

GLENN MARSHALL, T O ^ HISTORIAN 

JUNE 15,2000 

U 

sr. P. 



June 14, 2000 9 

PUBLIC HEARING: 

SCAGLIONE SUBDIVISION (99-28) TEMPLE HILL ROAD & THE 
CAUSEWAY 

Mr. Gerald Zimmerman appeared before the board for this 
proposal. 

MR. PETRO: Three lot subdivision was previously 
reviewed at the October 13, 1999 and 26 April, 2000 
planning board meetings. The application before this 
meeting for a public hearing and that's basically it. 
Mr. Zimmerman, why don't you bring bring us up to date 
with this very fast overlay of what you want to do here 
and then I want to get into a couple comments. This is 
a public hearing, the board is going to review it first 
then we'll open it up to the public. 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: Okay, to bring the board up to date, 
this is a three lot subdivision on Fischer Lane or The 
Causeway with its intersection of Temple Hill Road. 
Lot number one in this subdivision has an existing 
house on it which the applicant currently lives in and 
lots number 2 and 3 the proposed new lots to be 
created. Property lies in the PI zoning district and 
.since we want to use it for residential purposes, we 
went to the ZBA for a use variance which that board 
granted on February 14 and at this point, since that 
was granted, we're back before the planning board for 
consideration of approval of the three lot subdivision. 

MR. LANDER: Now, Mr. Zimmerman, because of its 
proximity to the Cantonment, has a letter been sent to 
them regarding this subdivision? 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: We got a list from the Town's offices 
and notices were sent out accordingly, they were also 
sent out at the zoning board meeting as well. 

MR. PETRO: Sent to who? 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: To all the adjoining properties. 

MR. PETRO: We're talking about to the Town historian 
and also the Historical Association for comment, that's 
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I? 
what I had requested at the last meeting. 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: They were sent notices. 

MR. PETRO: But we got no responses at this time. 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: Correct. 

MR. PETRO: What we'll do is proceed. 

MR. EDSALL: Do we have a copy of what correspondence 
was sent to those because I have seen nothing in the 
file? I don't know if Myra has it. 

MS. MASON: What was sent to who? 

MR. PETRO: Town historian or any historical 
associations. 

MS. MASON: I sent a copy of the plan to Glen Marshall, 
the Town Historian, I tried to get ahold of him today, 
I didn't get any answer. 

MR. EDSALL: I want it on record. 

MR. PETRO: We can go forward then but I don't want to 
take any action until we hear from these people, okay, 
what we're going to do as Ron just says, we'll move 
forward anyway with the public hearing, let's get some 
comment, if there's anyone here and then we'll open it 
back up to the board. On May 22, 2000, ten addressed 
envelopes containing the attached notice of public 
hearing were mailed out. So, at this time, I'd like to 
open it up to the public. If there someone here that 
would like to speak on behalf of this application, 
please be recognized by the Chair, come forward. Is 
there anyone here that would like to speak on behalf of 
this application? Let the minutes show that no one is 
here, so, therefore, I would entertain a motion to 
close the public hearing. 

MR. LUCAS: Make the motion. 

MR. LANDER: Second it. 

# 
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MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the 
New Windsor Planning Board close the public hearing for 
the Scaglione subdivision on Fischer Lane. Is there 
any further discussion from the board members? If not, 
roll call. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. BRESNAN AYE 
MR. LUCAS AYE 
MR. LANDER AYE 
MR. PETRO AYE 

MR. PETRO: We have highway approval on 4/24/2000 and 
fire approval on 4/25/2000. Mark, you don't have any 
outstanding comments at all, in other words, pretty 
straightforward? I don't think there's any other 
problems with the entire plan. 

MR. LUCAS: We reviewed it before. 

MR. PETRO: Two meetings, the only thing I want to have 
something in the file because it is so close to the 
Cantonment. 

MR. EDSALL: Just not a matter under state law, it's a 
Type I Action, you have to follow the procedures for a 
Type I Action. So it's not merely a matter of this 
board being comfortable that there's something in the 
record, we had held off on circulating for lead agency 
because we were trying to have something attached to 
the EAF from the Town historian so that when it went to 
Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation 
at the state, it maybe the applicant's advantage if the 
Town historian had indicated that the area has been 
disturbed and they had no concern, but we have to 
circulate one way or the other soon cause we haven't 
even started the SEQRA process. 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: I think it has been circulated. 

MR. EDSALL: I believe the EAF has been submitted but I 
do not believe that the letter went out to coordinate 
lead agency. 
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MR. LUCAS: How do we judge, how do we know, is there a 
distance, is there a, where do we decide what areas are 
affected? 

MR. EDSALL: We make that decision. It's your 
responsibility to make the decision but you'll receive 
input from the State Office of Parks, Recreation and 
Historic Preservation, they may recommend Phase 1 
cultural resources study so there's, it's not 
insurmountable but it's got to be taken care of. 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: I have a letter that under your 
signature that was sent to all involved agencies May 9, 
Town Historian, New York State Office of Parks. 

MR. EDSALL: Okay, I — 

MR. PETRO: We have it here. 

MR. EDSALL: All right, I didn't have that in my file 
but if it went out, then you've gotten the first step 
done, but we still have to get a response from all 
those agencies. 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: That was dated I presume mailed May 9. 

MR. EDSALL: Historic Preservation hasn't responded 
from the state. 

MR. PETRO: Mr. Zimmerman, why don't you contact the 
agencies and see if you can get some letters out so you 
can finalize it. 

MR. EDSALL: Can I just see for a minute? 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: I would have done that if that's what 
you want me to do, I will do it, I didn't want to usurp 
your powers. 

MR. EDSALL: We can take care of the Town historian. 

MR. BRESNAN: Is there any window that we work with? 

MR. EDSALL: 30 days you can take lead agency. 
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MR. BRESNAN: Seems like it's been 30 days. 

MR. EDSALL: Just over 30 days and Historic 
Preservation hasn't responded relative to lead agency 
so you can tonight take lead agency now as to when the, 
whether or not you want to take any action to declare a 
negative dec before you even hear from them, that's 
your call but--

MR. LUCAS: I don't like the idea that where do we 
decide, I mean, we know where the Cantonment is, what 
if I went 400 feet down the road, it's not close 
enough, what's the law? 

MR. EDSALL: There's not a definitive line, there's 
mapping that the state has that identifies sensitive 
areas, I don't have that mapping, the state does, but I 
can tell you that on the project in the Town of 
Cornwall above the Moodna they were concerned that that 
was potentially a historic area as well so it's fairly 
far reaching. One of the criteria to eliminate a site 
is if it's been significantly disturbed, so that might 
be something that could be considered. 

MR. LUCAS: Well, if that Fischer Lane, was that a 
•private road? 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: It's a town road. 

MR. LUCAS: But it was, all those agencies addressed 
when it went through that town road? 

MR. EDSALL: I don't think it makes any different, 
town, county or state road. 

MR. LUCAS: I'm saying are we stretching too far away 
from the Cantonment? 

MR. EDSALL: That's your call, gentlemen, but first 
step it has been over 30 days, so you can take lead 
agency. 

MR. PETRO: Well, first of all, I want to go back to 
what Mike was saying, I don't think it's too far from 
the Cantonment, I think it's right in the center of the 
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Cantonment, it's right in front of the bathrooms and 
it's right adjacent to where all the huts are, all the 
foundation of the huts are, two model huts are only 
within 500 feet of the site. So I think it's not too 
far away and it's a good point, where is too far away, 
I'm not so sure. But I can tell you one thing I'm sure 
this particular site isn't too far away, this is right 
on top of it and I think that it should definitely be 
looked into by all the boards that are concerned. I am 
not in favor of taking lead agency until we hear back 
from some of these people. I'm not against this 
project in any way, but I want to be told that there's 
no historic or environmental historically environmental 
problem with this site and that it's clean. I do not 
want to start digging over there and dig up a hut, then 
we're going to have all kinds of problems, all of us. 
So you have to find out. I don't want to take lead 
agency and that's basically it. I want to have some 
letters. I asked for it last time, I think I asked for 
it the first time since October and until I have it, I 
don't care, if they didn't send it to me, get them. 

MR. LUCAS: Why is that his responsibility? 

MR. PETRO: Because I'm asking for it. 

MR. BRESNAN: We're dragging this out, Mr. Chairman. 

MR. PETRO: Yeah, I agree. Now, if you absolutely 
disagree with me, I mean, I'll listen to the board 
but — 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: It was sent to them, you know, no one's 
responded. 

MR. LANDER: I think we should have some type of 
response, I agree with you. 

MR. PETRO: That doesn't necessarily make it right 
though either. With the government, their tomorrow is 
in years, so they can have it sitting on the shelf 
somewhere, doesn't mean that there's not a hut there or 
that there's a cannon buried because nobody responded, 
that's my point. And I just want to do the right 
thing, I mean, it's going to be forever, once you put 
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up the houses, it's forever and it's right in the 
center of the Cantonment, I grew up there, I know what 
it is, it's not too far away. 

MR. BRESNAN: Is there anything that we can do to help 
get the agencies that are responsible to respond? 

MR. PETRO: Obviously, yes, for the Town historian not 
to have responded frankly is ridiculous and it's the 
New York State Parks and Recreation is one place, if we 
get something from them and something from Mr. Marshall 
at that point, we have had responses and even if they 
are wrong saying there's nothing there, what are we 
going to do. I can't hold everybody's hand to come 
look at this thing, but I want to have something, I 
don't have anything. There's no other holdup on this 
site plan for the Town, I mean, I'll give you, we'll 
give you final approval in two minutes, but the 
proximity of that land next to the Cantonment warrants 
a letter and finalize the SEQRA process. I think we 
should wait two weeks, let's put it that way, all 
right, it's been there since 1776, waiting two more 
weeks, that's it. 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: Okay. 

MR. EDSALL: Maybe if you can call historic 
preservation. 

MS. MASON: I'll call them and Glen Marshall. 
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DESCRIPTION: 

SCAGLIONE MINOR SUBDIVISION 
FISHER LANE (CAUSEWAY) 
SECTION 35 - BLOCK 1 - LOT 70 
97-28 
14 JUNE 2000 
THE APPLICATION PROPOSES THE SUBDIVISION 
OF THE 1.05+/- ACRE PARCEL INTO THREE (3) 
SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL LOTS. THE PLAN 
WAS PREVIOUSLY REVIEWED AT THE 13 OCT 1999 
AND 26 APR 2000 PLANNING BOARD MEETINGS. 
THE APPLICATION IS BEFORE THE BOARD FOR A 
PUBLIC HEARING AT THIS MEETING. 

The property is located in the Planned Industrial (PI) Zoning District of the 
Town. The single-family use required a Use Variance from the Zoning Board 
of Appeals, and was referred for that purpose on 11/10/99. It is my 
understanding that the variances have been obtained based on the depicted 
lots. A record of same should be on file with the Planning Board and should 
be referenced on the subdivision plat. 
This is a fairly simple minor subdivision complicated by the fact that it is 
substantially contiguous to the New Windsor Cantonment and Last 
Encampment. As such it is a Type I action under SEQRA and the applicable 
procedures must be followed. 

I requested that the applicant or his consultant contact the Town Historian and 
the Historical Associations for comment. I have not received any response in 
this regard. 

Submit 

Edsall, 
Board Engineer 

NW99-28-14JunOO.doc 
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$ NEW YORK STATE 9 

Bernadette Castro 
Commissioner 

New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation 
Historic Preservation Field Services Bureau 
Peebles Island, PO Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189 

August 2, 2000 

518-237-8643 

Mark J. Edsall, P.E. 
Planning Board Engineer 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12553 

Dear Mr. Edsall: 

Re: SEQRA 
Scaglione Minor Subdivision 
New Windsor, Orange County 
O0PR2457 

The State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) has reviewed the information you 
provided in accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and relevant 
implementing regulations. 

We require a map showing the location of the project area. 

When responding, please be sure to refer to the OPRHP Project Review (PR) number 
noted above. 

Sincerely, 

Ruth L. Pierpont 
Director 

RLP:bsd 

M.e. 
An Equal Opportunity/Affirmative Action Agency 

£ } printed on recycled paper 
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LEGAL NOTICE 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the 

PLANNING BOARD of the TOWN OF 
NEW WINDSOR, County of Orange, State 
of New York, will hold PUBLIC HEAR­
ING at Town Hall, 555 Union Avenue, New 
Windsor, New York on June 14, 2000 at 
7:30 P.M. on the approval of the proposed 
Subdivision of Lands (S.35B 1 L 70) of 
Domenico Scaglione located at Fisher Lane 
(Causeway). Map of the Subdivision of 
Lands is on file and may be inspected at the 
Planning Board Office, Town Hall, 555 Un­
ion Avenue, New Windsor, N.Y. priorto the 
Public Hearing. 

By Order of 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNING BOARD 
James R. Petro, Jr. 
Chairman 
Dated: May 10, 2000 

State of NewWrk 

County of Orange, ss: 

Steven Smith being duly sworn 

disposes and says that he is 

Vice President of the E.W. Smith 

Publishing Company; Inc. publisher 

of The Sentinel, a weekly newspaper 

published and of general circulation 

in the Town of New Windsor, Town of 

Newburgh and City of Newburgh and 

that the notice of which the annexed is 

a true copy was published Q n c e -

in said newspaper, commencing on 

the 1 °i day of f ^ U A . D . . 2000 

and ending on the I ^ dav^of POaxx 

A-D-2000 J/n*,l IN. r;A 

Subscribed and shown to before me 

this la day of Ckuv^ . 2000 

Notary Public of the State of New York 

County of Orange, MARYE. FORDENBACHER 
Notary Pub-lie. State of NY 
Residing in Orange County 

No. 4718013 

My commission expires. 3-^6) 



PLANNING BOARD : TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
COUNTY OF ORANGE : STATE OF NEW YORK 

x 

In the Matter of Application for-S*^^--B44n^Sjibdivision35f 

Applicant. 

STATE OF NEW YORK) 

COUNTY OF ORANGE 
SS. : 

AFFIDAVIT OF 
SERVICE 
BY MAIL 

•x 

MYRA L. MASON, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

That I am not a party tc the action, am over 18 years of age 
and reside at 350 Bethlehem P.oad, New Windsor, NY 12553. 

On ZZjZOOO , I compared the /O addressed 
envelopes containing the attached Notice of Public Hearing with 
the certified list provided bv the Assessor regarding the above . 
application for Sits ri2ny"SlubdIyisTorr>and I find that the 
addressees are identical to thi~ list"received. I then mailed the 
enveloDes in a U.S. Depositor*/ within the Town of New Windsor. 

'J/UU <£• 7Mu*>u 
My#a L. Mason, Secretary 
the Planninc Beard 

sworn to cercre me tnis 

old cay o Hlcu 
^ 

, >5JooO 

zh^dbuaJ Liv_y 
Notarv Pub l i c 

DEBORAH GREEN 
Notary Public, State of New York 

Qualified in Orange County 
//498406b n r o l 

Commission Expires July 1 5 , ^ ° ' 

AFFIMAIL.PLB - DISCU ? 
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hn & Ethel Milkovich 
12 Causeway 
New Windsor. NY 12553 

Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Greg & Teresa Ruch 
377 Temple Hill Road 
New Windsor. NY 12553 

Stale of New York C/o Colin Campbell 
Office of the State Comptroller 
Bureau of Financial Achriinistration 
5,h Floor - AE Smith Building 
Albany, NY 12226 

Frank & Giovarma Scaduto 
367 Temple Hill Road 
New Windsor. NY 12553 

George J. Meyers, Supervisor 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Dorothy H. Hansen, Town Clerk 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Andrew Krieger, ESQ. 
219 Quassaick Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

James R. Petro, Chairman 
Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Mark J. Edsall, P.E. 
McGoey and Hauser 
Consulting Engineers, P.C. 
45 Quassaick Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12553 
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LEGAL NOIICi; 

NOTICE IS rlEREBY GIVEN that the PLANNING BOARD of the TOWN OF NEW 

WINDSOR, County of Orange, State of New York will hold a PUBLIC HEARING at 

Town Hall, 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, New York on June 14, 2000 at 7:30 P.M. 

on the approval of the proposed Subdivision of Lands (S. 35 B, 1 L70) of Domenico Scaglione 

located at Fisher Lane (Causeway). Map of the Subdivision of Lands is on file and may be 

inspected at the Planning Board Office, Town Hall, 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, NY. prior 

to the Public Hearing. 

Dated: May 10, 2000 By Order of 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 

James R. Petro, Jr 

Chairman 

W 



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553 
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1763 
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DATE: TTfaUf /, Z00D 
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TAX MAP NUMBER: SEC, 33~ , BLOCK / LOT 70 
SEC. , BLOCK , LOT 

, BLOCK SEC. 

PUBLIC HEARING DATE ( I F KNOWN) 

LOT 

THIS PUBLIC HEARING IS BEING REQUESTED BY: 

NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD: 

SITE PLAN & SUBDIVISIONS: 

(LIST WILL CONSIST OF ABUTTING 
PROPERTY OWNERS AND ACROSS ANY STREET; 

SPECI 

NSIST OF ALL PROPERTY 
fr:IN 500 FEET) 

AGRICUL 

V P S 

V - Q 

DISTRICT 

CONSIST OF ALL PROPERTY OWNERS 
AG D I S T . WHICH I S WITHIN 5 0 0 ' 

LN OR SUBDIVISION PROJECT) 

x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x X X x x x 

NEW WINDSOR 

(LIST WJ 
OWN 

OARD: 

ONSIST OF ALL PROPERTY 
500 FEET) YES 

x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x 

AMOUNT OF DEPOSIT $ TOTAL CHARGE % 
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SCAGLIONE SUBDIVISION (99-28) 

Mr. Charles Carlson appeared before the board for this 
proposal. 

MR. PETRO: This is a 3 lot subdivision. 

MR. LANDER: Where are these three lots? 

MR. CARLSON: This is located at the corner of Temple 
Hill Road, also known as New York State Route 300. 
It's 1.05 acres, 1.05 acres of land, proposed to be 
split into two additional lots. There's a home on lot 
number 1, proposed two other new lots which needed a 
variance from the zoning board which was granted 
February 17, 2000. 

MR. PETRO: This is by your house, right? 

MR. SCAGLIONE: Right. 

MR. PETRO: What about, I'm sorry not to talk around 
you, but what about the Cantonment and historical 
there, what are we going to have to show that there's 
nothing on these lots as far as digging up musket 
balls? 

MR. SCAGLIONE: They were notified but nobody showed 
up. 

MR. PETRO: Glen Marshall knows you're going to build 
houses there? 

MR. SCAGLIONE: I mentioned to him, yes. 

MR. LANDER: I think we're going to have to get a 
letter out to--

MR. PETRO: New York State. 

MR. LANDER: Well, to the Cantonment about there's 
going to be excavation being done and this and that. 

MR. PETRO: You own the other side of the road, you 
have foundation of the huts, so we have to know that 
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there's not something here. 

MR. SCAGLIONE: Nothing as far as I know. 

MR. LANDER: You're asking for an archeological study-
that hasn't been done, just a letter to the Cantonment, 
let them know that you're, maybe even send them a copy 
of this plan or whatever that you're going to be doing 
building and if they have a problem, they have to 
notify the Town of New Windsor Planning Board of that 
fact by letter. Just can't call us up on the phone. 

MR. PETRO: He has it written here that based on this 
location, the project becomes a Type I action under 
SEQRA process and we're going to send out coordination 
letters, so I guess he's already thought of what I'm 
thinking about. 

MR. ELY: Correct. 

MR. PETRO: That's going to cover that, in other words, 
if we don't get anything back, but we have to be sure 
somebody doesn't dig up and you're right in the center 
of the Cantonment there, I'm not telling you anything 
you don't know. 

MR. LUCAS: There's houses on both sides of this. 

MR. PETRO: I'm not saying there's a problem but I want 
to know, I don't want you getting there with a 
bulldozer and dig up a hut and we're all going to be--

MR. KRIEGER: SEQRA review was done by the zoning board 
but only for that application and I think the applicant 
was told so it was not designed to be dispositive of 
the, all the SEQRA questions. 

MR. ARGENIO: I agree with your issue, I do as an aside 
what was the agency that did the search on the property 
on 207 over near the sign place? 

MR. PETRO: By Perry's Sign there. 

MR. ARGENIO: Was that the Historical Society? 
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MR. ELY: Probably. 

MR. LANDER: They get involved because of Perry's 
house. 

MR. ARGENIO: They did find items on the lot, if you 
remember. 

MR. LANDER: I don't recall. 

MR. ARGENIO: That's it, his comments are not 
unfounded. 

MR. PETRO: Well, we did the little bathroom down 
there, Uncle John and I, we were working on the little 
bathroom down by the Cantonment, we found a musket 
barrel so I'm saying that that's right in the heart, 
I'm not trying to give you a hard time, but we need to 
know that it's done right there, that's all, you have 
every right to build your houses and we're going to not 
try to hold you up, but it could be 30 years with 
excavation or something with sifters and sanders. 
Aside from that, we'll get to the bottom of it. The 
letters will go out for coordination letters. Can I 
have authorization in the form of a motion please? 

MR. LUCAS: Make the motion. 

MR. LANDER: Second it. 

MR. PETRO: Motion's been made and seconded that the 
New Windsor Planning Board authorizes coordination 
letters to go out on the Scaglione subdivision on 
Temple Hill Road and the Causeway. Is there any 
further discussion from the board members? If not, 
roll call. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. LUCAS AYE 
MR. ARGENIO AYE 
MR. BRESNAN AYE 
MR. LANDER AYE 
MR. PETRO AYE 
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MR. CARLSON: Do we need a public hearing? 

MR. LANDER: Well, our engineer thinks it would be 
advisable to have one. 

MR. PETRO: Only cause you're right next to the 
Cantonment, this is a sensitive area. Normally, we 
probably would waive the public hearing but I'd 
entertain a motion to schedule a public hearing. 

MR. LANDER: So moved. 

MR. ARGENIO: Second it. 

MR. PETRO: Motion's been made and seconded that the 
New Windsor Planning Board schedule a public hearing 
for the Scaglione minor subdivision on Fischer Lane and 
Causeway. Is there any further discussion from the 
board members? If not, roll call. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. LUCAS NO 
MR. ARGENIO AYE 
MR. BRESNAN AYE 
MR. LANDER AYE 
MR. PETRO AYE 

MR. CARLSON: I was just asking because they had one 
for the zoning board and I was asked to ask that. 

MR. PETRO: You can schedule it, you've got to, the 
letters have to go out, they have 3 0 days to respond, 
correct, so really not a waste of time and later on, 
when we're done, you would be happy we had the public 
hearing. Back to the plan for a moment, do you have 
any comments on the plan? Looks very straightforward, 
doesn't look like there's too much to review, 
obviously. 

MR. LANDER: There's sewer and water? 

MR. CARLSON: Yes. 

MR. LUCAS: There must be an easement at the end of 
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that with the sewer, right, there's not a pump system 
there. 

MR. PETRO: Lot of property's been disturbed where 
these houses are going, I just want to be very sure 
that we're doing the right thing. 

MR. LANDER: I think there's the main sewer line is 
beyond these. 

MR. PETRO: It's down further. 

MR. CARLSON: Yes, down towards the end here as far as 
I can tell. 

MR. PETRO: We'll get you scheduled for a public 
hearing. We're all set. I don't see anything to hold 
it up, as long as everything comes back with no 
problems, we'll move along. Okay, thank you. 
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REVIEW NAME: 
PROJECT LOCATION: 

PROJECT NUMBER: 
DATE: 
DESCRIPTION: 

SCAGLIONE MINOR SUBDIVISION 
FISHER LANE (CAUSEWAY) 
SECTION 35-BLOCK 1-LOT 70 
99-28 
26 APRIL 2000 
THE APPLICATION PROPOSES THE SUBDIVISION OF THE 
1.05 ± ACRE PARCEL INTO THREE (3) SINGLE-FAMILY 
RESIDENTIAL LOTS. THE PLAN WAS PREVIOUSLY 
REVIEWED AT THE 13 OCTOBER 1999 PLANNING BOARD 
MEETING. 

The property is located in the Planned Industrial (PI) Zoning District of the Town. Since 
the single-family residential use is not a use permitted by right or by special permit, the 
Applicant was referred to the Zoning Board of Appeals for a necessary use variance. It is 
our understanding that the Applicant has received the necessary use variance from the 
Zoning Board of Appeals. A copy of the decision should be on file with the Planning 
Board. 

This is a fairly simple minor subdivision complicated by one (1) issue. The site is 
substantially contiguous to the New Windsor Parklands (New Windsor Cantonment and 
Last Encampment). Based on this location, the project becomes a Type I action under 
SEQRA. In recognition of same, the Applicant has submitted a Full Environmental 
Assessment Form. 

As a Type I action, it is necessary that the Planning Board authorize the issuance of a Lead 
Agency Coordination Letter to advise all involved and interested agencies of this proposed 
action. Once authorized, I will coordinate this circulation with the Applicant's Engineer. 

mailto:mheny@att.net
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REVIEW NAME: 
PROJECT LOCATION: 

PROJECT NUMBER: 
DATE: 

SCAGLIONE MINOR SUBDIVISION 
FISHER LANE (CAUSEWAY) 
SECTION 35-BLOCK 1-LOT 70 
99-28 
26 APRIL 2000 

If the Board has procedural questions regarding Type I actions, the Attorney can explain the 
procedural requirements. 

The Planning Board should determine if a Public Hearing will be necessary for this minor 
subdivision, or if same can be waived per Paragraph 4.B of the Subdivision Regulations. 
Given the classification of the project, I would recommend a Public Hearing. 

At such time that the Planning Board has made further review of this application, further 
engineering reviews and comments will be made, as deemed necessary by the Board. 

Re^ectMK) submitted, 

MarkJ.Basall,P.E. 
Planning Board Engineer 

MJEmk 

A:SCAGLIONE2.mk 



NEW WINDSOR ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 35-1-70 
x 

In the Matter of the Application of ' MEMORANDUM OF 
DECISION GRANTING 

DOMINICK SCAGLIONE USE VARIANCE 

#99-51. 
x 

WHEREAS, DOMINICK SCAGLIONE, residing at 241 Temple Hill Road, New 
Windsor, New York, N. Y. 12553, has made application before the Zoning Board of Appeals for 
a use variance to allow a single-family residential dwelling on Temple Hill Road at the Causeway 
in a PI zone; and 

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on the 14th day of February, 1999 before the 
Zoning Board of Appeals at the Town Hall, New Windsor, New York; and 

WHEREAS, the Applicant and Gerald Zimmerman, P.E. appeared for this Application; 
and 

WHEREAS, there were no spectators appearing at the public hearing; and 

WHEREAS, no one spoke in favor or in opposition to the Application; and 

WHEREAS, a decision was made by the Zoning Board of Appeals on the date of the 
public hearing granting the application; and 

WHEREAS, the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New Windsor sets forth the 
following findings in this matter here memorialized in furtherance of its previously made decision 
in this matter: 

1. The notice of public hearing was duly sent to residents and businesses as prescribed by 
law and in The Sentinel, also as required by law. 

2. The evidence presented by the Applicant showed that: 

(a) The property is a proposed residential subdivision located in a PI zone but the 
property is directly adjacent to an R-4 zoning district and the properties surrounding the 
Applicant's property are all occupied by single-family residential dwellings. 

(b) The property is approximately one acre in size and is too small to fit under any of 
the allowed uses for a PI zone. 

(c) The property is served by municipal water and sewer. 



(d) The property is proposed to be split into three residential lots. There is an existing 
one-family dwelling on one of the lots making 30,000 plus or minus square feet of area available 
for development. 

(e) If developed in the manner the Applicant suggests, the property will not increase 
the drainage or water runoff in the surrounding areas because it would flow away from Route 300 
and onto the Town road, Fischer Lane, which has adequate facilities to handle the drainage. 

(f) The Applicant understands that if the variance which he seeks is granted, this 
Application would still be subject to Planning Board review at which time a full SEQRA review 
will be had there. 

(g) The Applicant has owned the property in excess of 23 years. 

(h) Based on the short form assessment filed and the Board members' familiarity with 
the property, it appears that this property if developed in the manner requested by the Applicant 
will have no effect on the environment. 

WHEREAS, The Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New Windsor makes the 
following conclusions of law here memorialized in furtherance of its previously made decision in 
this matter: 

1. The Applicant cannot realize a reasonable return on the property absent the variance 
because it is not usable for any allowed use in that zone. It therefore has no value. 

2. The alleged hardship relating to the property in question is unique because of its 
location surrounded by one-family residential homes and its size. 

3. The requested use variance, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the 
neighborhood. 

4. The alleged hardship has not been self-created. 

5. The application for a use variance is granted. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT 

RESOLVED, that the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New Windsor GRANT a 
request for a use variance to allow construction of a single-family residence in a PI zone, at the 
above location, in an PI zone as sought by the Applicant in accordance with plans filed with the 
Building Inspector and presented at the public hearing. 

BE IT FURTHER 



RESOLVED, that the Secretary of the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New 
Windsor transmit a copy of this decision to the Town Clerk, Town Planning Board and Applicant. 

Dated: April 24, 2000. 

1 
Chair: 

7* 



T O W F ^ F NEW WINDS^p. 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 

1763 

9 May 2000 

SUBJECT: SCAGLIONE MINOR SUBDIVISION 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK (P/B REF. NO. 99-28) 

To All Involved Agencies: 

The Town of New Windsor Planning Board has had placed before it an Application for subdivision 
approval of the Scaglione Minor Subdivision project located on Fisher Lane (Causeway) within the 
Town. The project involves the development of three (3) single-family residential lots, located on a 
1.05 +/- acre parcel. It is the opinion of the Town of New Windsor Planning Board that the action 
is a Type I action, since the property is located in the proximity of the New Windsor Cantonment 
and Last Encampment as presently listed in the National Register of Historic Places. 

This letter is written as a request for Lead Agency coordination as required under Part 617 of the 
Environmental Conservation Law. 

A letter of response with regard to your interest in the position of Lead Agency, as defined by Part 
617, Title 6 of the Environmental Conservation Law and the SEQRA Review Process, sent to the 
Town of New Windsor Planning Board, 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, New York 12553, 
Attention: Mark J. Edsall, P.E., Planning Board Engineer (contact person), would be most 
appreciated. Should no other involved Agency desire the Lead Agency position, it is the desire of 
the Town of New Windsor Planning Board to assume such role. Should the Planning Board fail to 
receive a response requesting Lead Agency within thirty (30) days, it will be understood that you 
do not have an interest in the Lead Agency position. 



All Involved Agencies 
Scaglione Minor Subdivision 
Page 2. 

Attached hereto is a copy of the preliminary subdivision plan, with vicinity map, for your reference. 
A copy of the Full Environmental Assessment Form submitted for the project is also included. 

Your attention in this matter would be most appreciated. Should you have any questions 
concerning this project, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned at (914) 562-8640. 

Very truly yours, 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 

MARK/EDSALL,P.E. 
P L A N ^ G BOARD ENGINEER 

Enclosure 

cc: Town of New Windsor Historian 
New York State Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation * 
Town of New Windsor Supervisor (w/o encl) 
Town of New Windsor Town Clerk (w/o encl) 
Orange County Department of Planning (w/o encl) 
Planning Board Chairman (w/o encl) 
Planning Board Attorney (w/o encl) 
Applicant (w/o encl) ^ 

SCAGLIONE.mk 



TOWN0DF NEW WINDSfp. 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 

1763 

9 May 2000 

SUBJECT: SCAGLIONE MINOR SUBDIVISION 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK (P/B REF. NO. 99-28) 

To All Involved Agencies: 

The Town of New Windsor Planning Board has had placed before it an Application for subdivision 
approval of the Scaglione Minor Subdivision project located on Fisher Lane (Causeway) within the 
Town. The project involves the development of three (3) single-family residential lots, located on a 
1.05 +/- acre parcel. It is the opinion of the Town of New Windsor Planning Board that the action 
is a Type I action, since the property is located in the proximity of the New Windsor Cantonment 
and Last Encampment as presently listed in the National Register of Historic Places. 

This letter is written as a request for Lead Agency coordination as required under Part 617 of the 
Environmental Conservation Law. 

A letter of response with regard to your interest in the position of Lead Agency, as defined by Part 
617, Title 6 of the Environmental Conservation Law and the SEQRA Review Process, sent to the 
Town of New Windsor Planning Board, 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, New York 12553, 
Attention: Mark J. Edsall, P.E., Planning Board Engineer (contact person), would be most 
appreciated. Should no other involved Agency desire the Lead Agency position, it is the desire of 
the Town of New Windsor Planning Board to assume such role. Should the Planning Board fail to 
receive a response requesting Lead Agency within thirty (30) days, it will be understood that you 
do not have an interest in the Lead Agency position. 



All Involved Agencies 
Scaglione Minor Subdivision 
Page 2, 

Attached hereto is a copy of the preliminary subdivision plan, with vicinity map, for your reference. 
A copy of the Full Environmental Assessment Form submitted for the project is also included. 

Your attention in this matter would be most appreciated. Should you have any questions 
concerning this project, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned at (914) 562-8640. 

Very truly yours, 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 

MARK/EDSALL,P.E. 
PLANING BOARD ENGINEER 

Enclosure 

cc: Town of New Windsor Historian 
New York State Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation 
Town of New Windsor Supervisor (w/o encl) 
Town of New Windsor Town Clerk (w/o encl) 
Orange County Department of Planning (w/o encl) 
Planning Board Chairman (w/o encl) ^ 
Planning Board Attorney (w/o encl) 
Applicant (w/o encl) 

SCAGLIONE.mk 



Q/icc / A % - pooL oooe 

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
November 22, 1999 

AGENDA: 

7:30 p.m. - Motion to accept minutes of the 11/08/99 meeting as written. 

PRELIMINARY MEETINGS: 

SSI ° ?/ 1 . MINUTOLI, RICHARD F. - Request for 2 ft. fence height variance to 
foC P//J construct fence in front yard in variation of Section 48-14C(l)(c) of the Supp. 

Yard Regs, at 424 Mt. Airy Road in an R-3 zone. (65-1-77). 

Ctrf U(? / 2' ACCETTURA, FAWN & JOSEPH - Request for variation of Section 48-
/ £ u^ 14CC1)(D) to a " o w a 6'~7' scalloped-topped wooden fence and chain link 
t° fence for dog pen at 1 Farmstead Road in an R-4 zone. (27-5-1.2). 

j>- 6 T ° (^ 3. SCAGLIONE, DOMENICO - Referred by Planning Board for use variance: 
r £ P /$ subdivision of tw° parcels will create two-single family residential lots off 
^° i Temple Hill Road and Fisher Lane in a PI zone. Use not permitted. (35-1-

70). 

PUBLIC HEARINGS: 

App£D0EE> 4. VGR ASSOCS./ALLSTATE - Request for 3' x 6' facade sign in variation of 
r ' Section 48-18H(l)(b) of the Supp. Sign Regs, at Price Chopper Plaza in C 

zone. (69-1-6). 

APPA>0 6 D ?• HANSON, VILMA LEE - Request for 10 ft. rear yard variance for existing 
y garage at 38 Beaver Brook Road in an R-4 zone. (58-4-8). 

Formal Decisions: (1) Jennings (2) Johnstfn (3) Ryan (4) TGS 

Pat - 563-4630 (o) or 562-7107 (h) 

RECEIVED 

MOV 1 81999 

BUILDING DEPARTMENT 



9. 
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 7 
Regulayr_Mfifitiiig_^ 

Cgebruary 14, 2 0 0 0 ^ 

AGENDA: 

7:30 P.M. - Roll Call 

Motion to accept minutes of 12/13/99, 01/10/00 & 01/24/00 
meetings as writ ten. 

PRELIMINARY MEETINGS: 

r-Y u ]y/ 1- TRINAJSTTC, THOMAS - Request for a 7 ft. 6 in. side yard variance 
/ ; J // for proposed pool and 3 ft. rear yard variance for proposed deck at 
rL/K- 11 454 philo Street in an R-4 zone. (73-4-6). 

•:7- (I 

_ I< 2. RYAN, ANDREW E. - Request for 7 ft. front yard variance to allow 
^ single-family home with cantilever at 19 Canterbury Lane in an R-3 

zone. (50-2-12.2). 

PUBLIC HEARINGS: 

J 3. SCAGLIONE, DOMINICK - Request for use variance to allow single-
family residential dwelling in an PI zone at Temple Hill Rd. and 
Causeway. (35-1-70). 

4. MAURICE, FRANK- Public Hearing continued from 1/24/00 
meeting. Request for 68.8 ft. lot width and 28.8 ft. street frontage 
to construct single-family dwelling on Mt. Airy Road in an R-3 zone. 
(65-1-16.12). 

Formal Decisions: (1) Windsor Academy; (2) VGR/Allstate; (3) Hansen 

Pat - 563-4630 (o) or 562-7107 (h) /? / W / c^O 



OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD - TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
ORANGE COUNTY, NY 

NOTICE OF DISAPPROVAL OF SITE PLAN OR SUBDIVISION APPLICATION 

33- IS PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER:, 

APPLICANT: DOM EN ICO SCAGUME 

Wl TEMPLE HILL HP 

MEW WINDSOR MX IZS53 

DATE: 10 NOI/ 33 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT YOUR APPLICATION DATED 1%MA£ 37 

FOR (SUBDIVISION - $$^E)^)$J$( 

LOCATED AT 1MPLE Ml £fl. 

ZONE PI 
DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING SITE: SEC: 35 BLOCK: / LOT: 70 



IS DISAPPROVED ON THE FOLLOWING GROUNDS: 

ffibPOSEb S/A/6L£-F/I/1/LY USE A/OT 
PERMITTE& /A/ ZOME. 
USE VARIANCE AEGO/lREA 

MICHAE1 
BUILDING/INSPECTOR 

***************************************** -kjf-k ********************* 
PROPOSED OR VARIANCE 

REQUIREMENTS AVAILABLE REQUEST 

ZONE USE 

MIN. LOT AREA 

MIN. LOT WIDTH 

REQ'D FRONT YD 

REQ'D SIDE YD. 

REQ'D TOTAL SIDE YD 
REQ'D REAR YD. 

REQ'D FRONTAGE 

MAX. BLDG. HT. 

FLOOR AREA RATIO 

MIN. LIVABLE AREA 

DEV. COVERAGE 

O/S PARKING SPACES 

APPLICANT IS TO PLEASE CONTACT THE ZONING BOARD SECRETARY AT 
(914-563-4630) TO MAKE AN APPOINTMENT WITH THE ZONING BOARD 
OF APPEALS. 

CC: Z.B.A., APPLICANT, P.B. ENGINEER, P.B. FILE 



October 13^^.999 

ZBA REFERRALS: 

SCAGLIONE. DOMENICO SUBDIVISION (99-28) 

Mr. Gerald Zimmerman appeared before the board for this 
proposal. 

MR. PETRO: This application proposes subdivision of 
1.05 acre parcel into three single family residential 
lots. The plan was reviewed on a concept basis only. 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: Okay, as the chairman indicated, we're 
looking to subdivide this lot into three lots, the 
property's located on Route 300 and Fischer Lane, it's 
located in the PI, Planned Industrial Zoning District. 
The property is currently improved by a single family 
dwelling where Mr. Scaglione who is the applicant 
resides and what we're proposing to do is to subdivide 
the property into three lots. The zoning district, the 
PI zone, as you're aware, doesn't permit single family 
dwellings. However, the properties that surround this 
property currently improved by a single family 
dwellings and just across the road Route 300 is the R-4 
zoning district. 

MR. LANDER: Mr. Zimmerman, what's right across the 
street from this location, is that the Cantonment? 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: That's behind it is the Cantonment, 
it's across the street. 

MR. PETRO: It's across Fischer Lane, also. 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: So, since the properties in the area 
that it's currently located is primarily residential 
and the Cantonment surrounds the property, we're 
interested in or Dominick's interested in subdividing 
it for residential purposes. 

MR. LANDER: This is a town road. 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: Fischer Lane's a town road, yes. 

MR. LANDER: Dedicated town road? 



October 13,^^99 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: Yes. 

MR. PETRO: Has anyone contacted Glen Marshall from the 
New Windsor Historical Society, any information on the 
lots at all? 

MR. SCAGLIONE: No. 

MR. PETRO: As far as — 

MR. EDSALL: That's going to be something that's going 
to be very important when the board gets it back from 
the ZBA and you start your SEQRA review, you'll have to 
consider that and indicate to them what type of 
archeological investigations you want to have done. 
But I think for now, they're just going to the ZBA. 

MR. LUCAS: Looking for referral. 

MR. EDSALL: So they can get considered for single 
family. 

MR. PETRO: I'd like to instruct them, that's a good 
point. Let the minutes reflect that Andy Krieger, the 
Planning Board attorney, has joined us. We're going to 
need something, you have to address this, Dominick, 
assuming you go to the zoning board and are successful 
and come back, but I'd like to have something in the 
form of a letter from Glen Marshall or someone from New 
Windsor Historical Society. 

MR. EDSALL: It's a Type I action under SEQR so you've 
got an involved process to go through to properly 
consider the historical aspects. 

MR. PETRO: So it will all be covered. 

MR. EDSALL: We've got quite a bit to do when they come 
back. 

MR. PETRO: I'd like to see something from Glen 
Marshall. 

MR. EDSALL: They're going to be listed as an 
interested agency. 



October 13^jL999 

MR. PETRO: Motion to approve. 

MR. LUCAS: So moved. 

MR. LANDER: Second it. 

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the 
New Windsor Planning Board grant final approval to the 
Scaglione minor subdivision on Fischer Lane. Is there 
any further discussion from the board members? If not, 
roll call. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. ARGENIO NO 
MR. BRESNAN NO 
MR. LUCAS NO 
MR. LANDER NO 
MR. PETRO NO 

MR. PETRO: At this time, you have been referred to the 
New Windsor Zoning Board for your necessary variances. 
If you are successful in receiving those and want to 
appear before this board once again, you're welcome to 
do so. Thank you. 



RESULTS C"7
 P ^ ^ ^ T I N G OF : , / ^ 7 M ' ^ dfc /q^ 

PROJECT: SciQhoK rj LyJ 6t<l> LMJM^ 

LEAD AGENCY: NEGATIVE DEC: 

1. AUTHORIZE COORD LETTER: Y N M) S) VOTE: A N 
2. TAKE LEAD AGENCY: Y N CARRIED: YES NO ~ 

M) S) VOTE: A N 
CARRIED: YES NO 

WAIVE PUBLIC HEARING: M) S) VOTE: A N WAIVED: Y N 

SCHEDULE P.H. Y N 

SEND TO O.C. PLANNING: Y _ 

SEND TOJDEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION: Y__ 

( REFER TO Z.B.A.: M)LtJ S) AJI V O T E R S N i l - " 

RETURN TO WORK SHOP: YES NO 

APPROVAL: 

M) S) VOTE: A N APPROVED: 

M) S) VOTE: A N APPROVED CONDITIONALLY: 

NEED NEW PLANS: Y N 

DISCUSSION/APPROVAL CONDITIONS: 



McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 

RICHARD D. McGOEY, RE. 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, RE. 
MARK J. EDSALL, RE. 
JAMES M. FARR, RE. 
Licensed in NEW YORK, NEW JERSEY 
and PENNSYLVANIA 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNING BOARD 

REVIEW COMMENTS 

• 

Main Office 
45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W) 
New Windsor, New York 12553 
(914)562-8640 
e-mail: mheny@att.net 

Regional Office 
507 Broad Street 
Milford, Pennsylvania 18337 
(570)296-2765 
e-mail: mhepa@ptd.net 

REVIEW NAME: 
PROJECT LOCATION: 

PROJECT NUMBER: 
DATE: 
DESCRIPTION: 

SCAGLIONE MINOR SUBDIVISION 
FISHER LANE (CAUSEWAY) 
SECTION 35-BLOCK 1-LOT 70 
99-28 
13 OCTOBER 1999 
THE APPLICATION PROPOSES THE SUBDIVISION OF THE 
1.05 ± ACRE PARCEL INTO THREE (3) SINGLE-FAMILY 
RESIDENTIAL LOTS. THE PLAN WAS REVIEWED ON A 
CONCEPT BASIS ONLY. 

1. The property is located within the Planned Industrial (PI) Zoning District of the Town. The 
single-family residential use is not a use permitted by right or by special permit within the 
PI Zone. 

Based on the above, the Applicant will require a use variance for the proposed single-family 
residential lots. A referral to the Zoning Board of Appeals is necessary. It may be 
appropriate that the Planning Board comment, in the record, regarding their opinion of the 
uses on the causeway and the appropriateness (from a planning standpoint) of the 
development of this parcel for residential purposes. 

rk/. Msall, KE. 
Planning Board Engineer 

MJEmk 

A:SCAGLIONE.mk 

mailto:mheny@att.net
mailto:mhepa@ptd.net
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SCAGLIONE, DOMENICO 

Mr. Gerald Zimmerman and Mr. Domenico Scaglione 
appeared before the board for this proposal. 

MR. NUGENT: Referred by Planning Board for use 
variance, subdivision of two parcels will create two 
single family residential lots off Temple Hill Road and 
Fisher Lane in a PI zone. Use not permitted. 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: My name is Gerry Zimmerman, I'm an 
engineer and this is Mr. Scaglione. As the map 
indicates, the property in question is located on 
Fisher Lane and Temple Hill Road, that's where Mr. 
Scaglione currently resides and this property lies as 
indicated in the PI zoning district and as such is not, 
residential uses are not permitted. However, on this 
property is an existing house and along Fisher Lane and 
in this area, there are all residential houses, all 
single-family houses that surround this property as 
well as the New Windsor Cantonment, which surrounds the 
property as well. And what Mr. Scaglione would like to 
do is obtain a variance so that he could proceed to the 
planning board to subdivide the property for 
residential purposes which would be in conformity with 
the surrounding area. 

MR. NUGENT: That's a survey of the area? 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: Yeah, that's New Windsor tax map and 
tax lot 70 is Mr. Scaglione's property and this is 
Route 300 Fisher Lane and the lot depicted on here are 
all single family, all located along Route 300 and 
other single family dwellings opposite Mr. Scaglione on 
Fisher Lane directly behind the property is the New 
Windsor Cantonment property surrounds it actually on 
all sides. 

MR. NUGENT: What we're looking at is lot 71, 72? 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: No, we're relating only to lot 70. 

MR. NUGENT: That's the lot he wants to subdivide? 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: That's correct, these other lots that 
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exist, they are either single family or Cantonment 
property. 

MR. NUGENT: Fisher Lane is a private road? 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: No, it's a town road. 

MR. BABCOCK: Town road, yes. 

MR. NUGENT: Does it have services? 

MR. BABCOCK: Yes. 

MR. SCAGLIONE: Water and sewer. 

MR. NUGENT: These lots going to be about 15,000 square 
feet? 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: In the R-4 zoning district, yes. 

MR. NUGENT: There's no building lot in the PI? 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: This would be in conformity with the 
surrounding area single-family houses. 

MR. NUGENT: You guys have this, you might want to look 
at that. 

MR. TORLEY: This is PI for a number of years, isn't 
it? 

MS. BARNHART: Yes, it has been for a long time. 

MR. NUGENT: All single-family houses in there? 

MR. NUGENT: Mike, were all the other houses done prior 
to the zoning? 

MR. BABCOCK: Yeah, I would say, Mr. Chairman, that to 
my knowledge, they all were. I don't remember anybody 
else building a house there, not saying that I know 
that for a fact, though. 

MS. BARNHART: They have been there a long time. 
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MR. BABCOCK: Yeah. 

MR. NUGENT: Where, is Fisher Lane, by the smoke shop? 

MR. BABCOCK: Right by the Cantonment, go down the back 
to the Cantonment, Fisher Lane is the Cantonment road. 

MR. SCAGLIONE: It's the causeway, that's the new name. 

MR. NUGENT: Where they built the new bathroom down 
there? 

MR. BABCOCK: Yes, it's right on the corner. 

MR. NUGENT: Okay, I know where you are now. 

MR. TORLEY: So, not only do we have a question that it 
is in a PI zone, it's next to a historical site? 

MR. BABCOCK: Yes, basically the only thing you can 
build in a PI zone is manufacturing or warehousing 
which typically requires 80,000 square feet which he 
doesn't have. 

MR. REIS: This use would be less of an impact on the 
area than the zoning permits. 

MR. BABCOCK: Right. 

MR. KRIEGER: Pat, let me ask you, has a short form 
environmental assessment been filed? 

MS. BARNHART: Not yet. 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: We filed that with the planning board. 

MR. KRIEGER: Has to be filed again with the zoning 
board. 

MR. TORLEY: I'm not sure short form would be enough. 

MR. KRIEGER: Well, that's up to you. If he has to 
file a short form anyway, if you board members decide 
that the short form does not supply enough information, 
you can ask him for a long form or you can ask him for 
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an environmental impact statement. So the short form 
is not meant to take care of it, it just gets you 
started. 

MR. REIS: Accept a motion? 

MR. NUGENT: Just a second. 

MR. KRIEGER: I think because it's a use variance, it's 
going to have to apply with SEQRA and in this case, 
because he's next to a historical agency, historical 
park, a lead agency coordination letter has to be sent 
out to see if they are interested. Probably not, but 
they have to be asked before this board can take on to 
itself lead agency and proceed on the SEQRA question. 

MS. BARNHART: I have an environmental form in the 
package. 

MR. NUGENT: Can that be all done at the public 
hearing? 

MR. KRIEGER: Well, I can send out the lead agency 
coordination letter, but they have 30 days to comment, 
they have 30 days to respond to the letter, so 
depending on when the public hearing is, maybe yes and 
maybe no. 

MR. NUGENT: So we really need to have that before he 
signs up for the public hearing. 

MR. KRIEGER: Before it's scheduled for a public 
hearing that period should expire, so that the board 
knows at that point whether it's going to be lead 
agency or whether somebody else is. 

MR. NUGENT: I'm sure you understand all that. 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: Yes. 

MR. KANE: Cover the financial portion of that. 

MR. NUGENT: Any further questions? I'll accept a 
motion. 
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MR. REIS: Make a motion we set up Mr. Scaglione for 
his requested variance. 

MR. KANE: Second the motion. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. KANE AYE 
MR. MCDONALD AYE 
MR. REIS AYE 
MR. TORLEY AYE 
MR. NUGENT AYE 

MR. KRIEGER: Those are the criteria, those are the 
state law criteria, I know that you have them, but it 
may be easier just to keep them in the file. 

MR. ZIMMERMAN: Thank you. 



PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

AS OF: 10/07/1999 PAGE: 1 
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES 

ESCROW 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER 
NAME 

APPLICANT 

99-28 
SCAGLIONE, DOMENICO SUBDIVISION 
S CAGLIONE, DOMENICO 

--DATE-- DESCRIPTION TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE 

10/07/1999 REC. CK. #2036 PAID 450.00 

TOTAL: 0.00 450.00 -450.00 
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TOWN^pF NEW WINDS(j^ 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK 12553 

NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD REVIEW FORM 

TO: FIRE INSPECTOR, D.O.T., WATER, SEWER, HIGHWAY 

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO: 

MYRA MASON, SECRETARY FOR THE PLANNING BOARD 

PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER: 

DATE PLAN RECEIVED: 

Bb-ii-iid 
RECEIVED 

APR 1 3 2000 

The maps and plans for the Site Approval yy 

Subdivision as submitted bv 

X J MM £/! MA ?-J for the bui lding or subdivision of 

£L*s?4L/Q>j£ has been 

reviewed by me and is approved_ 

disapproved 

If disapproved, please list reason 

HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT DATE 

WATER 

DATE 



INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

TO: Town Planning Board 

FROM: Town Fire Inspector 

DATE: April 25, 2000 

SUBJECT: Scaglione Subdivision 

Planning Board Reference Number: PB-99-28 
Dated: 13 April 2000 

Fire Prevention Reference Number: FPS-00015 

A review of the above referenced subject subdivision plan was conducted on 
20 April 2000. 

This subdivision plan is acceptable. 

Plans Dated: 20 March 2000. 

RFR/dh 



TO10N OF NEW W I N ^ O R 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553 

NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD REVIEW FORM 

1763 

TO: FIRE INSPECTOR, D.O.T., WATER, SEWER, HIGHWAY 

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO: 

MYRA MASON, SECRETARY FOR THE PLANNING BOARD 

PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER: 
RECEIVED 

DATE PLAN RECEIVED: 

APR 1 3 2000 

The maps and plans for the Site Approval 

Subdivision as submitted by 

for the building or subdivision of 

S^\)^<~i\\ CM C ^T^c,^ \ V ^ ^ has been 

reviewed by me and i s approved^" 

id 

If disapproved, please l i s t reason 

^ V ^ ^ v ^ C ^ A V W VsAcxV-O^Y 

HIGHWAY SJIPERINTENDENT DATE 

WATER SUPERINTENDENT DATE 

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT DATE 



TO10N OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553 

NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD REVIEW FORM 

1763 

TO: FIRE INSPECTOR, D.O.T., WATER, SEWER, HIGHWAY 

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO: 

MYRA MASON, SECRETARY FOR THE PLANNING BOARD 

* o> 0 
PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER: Q p " ^ ^ Q 

DATE PLAN RECEIVED: R E C E I V E D 

APR 13 Zooo 
The maps and plans for the Site Approval 

Subdivision as submitted by 

for the building or subdivision of 

has been 

reviewed by me and is approved J^ 

disapproved 

If disapproved, please list reason 

HIGHWAY SIJFERINTENDENT DATE 

WATER SUPERINTENDENT DATE 

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT DATE 
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L-V. L_L.PCL 
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 

• Main Office 
45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W) 
New Windsor, New York 12553 
(914)562-8640 

• Branch Office 
507 Broad Street 
Milford, Pennsylvania 18337 
(717)296-2765 

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E. 

WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. 

MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. 

JAMES M. FARR, P.E. 
PLANNING BOARD WORK SESSION 

RECORD OF APPEARANCE 

TOWNAFILLAGE OF A Y ? W (yj/r^dTo/V 

)RK SESSION DATE: 

REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED: f\J 

^4" 

99 
P/B # ( -

z$ 
APPLICANT RESUB. 
REQUIRED: n 

PROJECT NAME: S C-.C^^y'^U^-^i > ^U? 

PROJECT STATUS: NEW OLD 

REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT fa/il^ VJ~^*4~</ (zT*^ 7-
MUNIC REPS PRESENT: BLDG INSP, 

FIRE INSP 
ENGINEER 
PLANNER 
P/B CHMN. 

2^1 

OTHER (Specify) 

ITEMS TO BE ADDRESSED ON RESUBMITTAL -. 

WK VWASL*^-<JP 

fY]^i c t rea^/ )^ O^JL/UUJ-
— *jy?A a u r.Pr£ 

61 
I Art Lint fl./w> % M^L^h -

1$ >~r - H - ^ CCL^ out Imh -hfo^ f/ic64^JMAJ^ ^QM JUL I 

pbwsform 10MJE98 

CLOSING STATUS 
Set for agenda 
possible agenda item 
Discussion item for/agenda 
ZBA referral on̂ a<fenda 

Licensed in New York. New Jersey and Pennsylvania 
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NCT 
555 UNION AVENUE 

WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553 

NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD REVIEW FORM 

176: 

TO: FIRE INSPECTOR, D.O.T., WATER, SEWER, HIGHWAY 

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO: 

MYRA MASON, SECRETARY FOR THE PLANNING BOARD 

PLANNING HOARD FILE NUMBER: M ) ̂ jj «*•" SJ
R ?;'.";) 

DATE PLAN RECEIVED: U t X S U i l O W' - i i lh)99 

U.v. i '-yi\n "r\ 
* \ ••.. \ f *.. n v t.:. i ) 

run \] v:m 

M.v./. iiir.jiv.v.Yrir 

The maps and p lans for the S i t e Approval 

Subd iv i s ion w^ as siLcrnirtiec EV 

.for the building or subdivision cf 

has been 

reviewed DV me ana is approved 

disapproved 

If disapproved, nlease list reason 

WATER SUPERINTENDENT 

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT 



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

Wv 
555 UNION AVENUE 

EW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553 

NSW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD REVIEW FORM 

TO: FIRE INSPECTOR, D.O.T., WATER, SEWER, HIGHWAY 

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO: 

MYRA MASON, SECRETARY FOR THE PLANNING 30ARD 

PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER: ,. . , 

DATE PLAN RECEIVED: 
EC1 T l •••- "/ 

The maps and plans for the Site Appro v=I_ 

Subcivisic- as submittec cv 

\ j ^ v ^ ^ N <^cj C^)C_ft «V\*\ 

: o r tine DU.iJ.cmc or s u b d i v i s i o n c : 

y>p^-g- LS ceen 

rsviewec DV me and is approved 

diLr.-n̂ rcv̂ d 

If- di3-arju£0ved~ p l e a s e l i s tTe-as^-n 

Q{ c?fe<yVN
 / c ^ \ j VyooJ r ^ q s T V S < 

^ U S C I A ) L x 
fr<5 

^Vg-^' G \ J c A a L \ e K / Q<'o\g-"eV 

HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT 

WATER SUPERINTENDENT 

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT 

http://DU.iJ.cmc


INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TO: Town Planning Board 

FROM: Town Fire Inspector 

SUBJECT: Scaglione Subdivision 

DATE: 13 October 1999 

Planning Board Reference Number: PB-99-28 
Dated: 7 October 1999 

Fire Prevention Reference Number: FPS-99-014 

A review of the above referenced subject subdivision plan was conducted on 7 October 1999. 

This subdivision plan is acceptable. 

Plans Dated: 21 March 1997 Revision 1 



LPCLL 
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 

D Main Office 
45 Ouassaick Ave. (Route 9W) 
Nev; Windsor, New York 12553 
(914)562-8640 

D Branch Office 
507 Broad Street 
Milford, Pennsylvania 18337 
(717)296-2765 

RICHARD D McGOEY, P.E. 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. 
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. 
JAMES M. FARR, P.E. 

PLANNING BOARD WORK SESSION 
RECORD OF APPEARANCE 

( • * 

TOWN/VjilAGE OF f\S&X) U )/~vJ)f® SL P/B € / %J 

WORK SESSION DATE: {(, QC-^ 9 9 

REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED: 

APPLICANT RE SUB. 
REQUIRED: £'/ ty 

PROJECT NAME fyLe-U 
PROJECT STA.TUS: NEW X^ OLD 

REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT: Ml, C f / ^ < fe'^K ? >' r -h 
' *""V ?—>•£••" 

MUNIC REPS PRESENT: BLDG INSP. 
FIRE INSP. 
ENGINEER 
PLANNER 
P/B CKMN. 

ZZ 
5C 

OTKER ( S p e c i f y ) 

ITEMS TO BE ADDRESSED ON RESUBMITTAL: 

L? <7ZC\ reJe^l 

AQ£J 

1L 
pbwsform 10MJE98 

CLOSING STATUS 
'?C Set for ̂ agenda lP AAJLA I B — 

possible agenda item 
Discussion item for agenda 
ZBA referral on agenda 

Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania 



T O V # OF NEW WINL^OR 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553 

APPLICATION T O : 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 

'XX' 

lTS^PE OF APPLICATION (check a p p r o p r i a t e i t em) 

Subd iv i s ion x Lot Line Chg. S i t e P l a n Spec . Permit 

1 . Name Of P r o j e c t Subdivision for Domenico Scaglione 

2 . Name of A p p l i c a n t Domenico Scaglione Phone 562-7043 

A d d r e s s 241 Temple Hi l l Road, New Windsor, .' . N.Y. 12553 
(Stree-L No. & Name) ( P o s t Office) ( S t a t e ) ( z i p ) 

3 . Owner of Record Same Phone 

Address 
( S t r e e t No. & Name) ( P o s t Office) ( S t a t e ) ( z i p ) 

4 . P e r s o n P r e p a r i n g P l a n Zimmerman Engineering & Surveying, P.C. 

A d d r e s s Route 17M Harriman N.Y. 10926 
( S t r e e t No. & Name) ( P o s t Office) ( S t a t e ) ( z i p ) 

5 . A t t o r n e y N o n e Phone 

Address 
( S t r e e t No. & Name) ( P o s t Off ice) ( S t a t e ) ( z i p 

6. Person t o be n o t i f i e d t o r e p r e s e n t a p p l i c a n t a t P lanning 
Board M e e t i n g Gerald Zimmerman Phone 782-7976 

(Name) 

7 . P r o j e c t Loca t ion : On t h e w e s t e r l y . 
on the southerly side of Fisher Lane. 

_side of Temple.Hill Road 
( s t r e e t ) 

f e e t of 
d i r e c t i o n ) ( s t r ee t^ 

8 . P r o j e c t Data : Acreage of P a r c e l J--05 ac. Zone Tl , 
S c h o o l D i s t . Newburgh 

9 . I s t h i s p rope r ty w i t h i n an A g r i c u l t u r a l D i s t r i c t con t a in ing . 
a farm o p e r a t i o n or w i t h i n 500 f e e t of a farm o p e r a t i o n 
l o c a t e d i n an A g r i c u l t u r a l D i s t r i c t ? Y N X 

If you answer "yes" t o q u e s t i o n 9 , p l e a s e complete the 
a t t a c h e d Acr r icu l tu ra l Da ta S t a t e m e n t . 

Page 1 of 2 

ftFTF rvrrf) qrj .. 7 1qqr 
NV*Vl v \ - * i r*i.\ji - .'.' ':, ;, 



10. Tax Map Designation: Section 3 5 Block [_ Lot 7 0 

11. General Description of Project: 3 lot subdivision which includes an 

existing dwelling located in a pi zone (Planned Industrial). Lots are 

proposed for residential purposes since general area is predominately 
residential now. ZBA approval & variance will be required. 

12. Has the Zoning Board of Appeals granted any variances for 
this property? yes X no. 

13. Has a Special Permit previously been granted for this 
property? yes X no. 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT: 

If this acknowledgement is completed by anyone other that the 
property owner, a separate notarized statement from the owner 
must be submitted, authorizing this application. 

STATE OF NEW YORK) 
SS. : 

COUNTY OF ORANGE) 

The undersigned Applicant, being duly sworn, deposes and 
states that the information, statements and representations 
contained in this application and supporting documents and 
drawings are true and accurate to the best of his/her knowledge 
and/or belief. The applicant further acknowledges responsibility 
to the'Town for all fees and costs associated with the review of 
this application. 

Sworn before me this 

On 19 '"? 
applicant's Signati 

<2*> "day of /JLdA^n 19 ' / fiVMlU^*^/. -^fe* <^C 
j r ) „ ^ / A p p l i c a n t ' s S i g n a t u r e 

N o t a r v PiCMBfeaSCIBELLI 
Notary Public/State of New York 

n , No. 2*4814694 „,y 
rv,««- • , l f . i e d . i n 0 r a n 9 e c<>u"ty ffX 
Commission Expires September 30. i a £ j 

TOWN USE ONLY: 

RECELVLD UU 

Date Application Received Application Number 

Page 2 of 2 



14-16-2 ( 2 / 87 ) -7c 
617.21 SEQR 

Appendix A ^ ^ 
State Environmental Quality Revr 

FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 

Purpose: The fu l l F:AT is designed to help applicants and agencies determine, in an orderly manner, whether a project 
ot act ion may be signif icant. The question of whether an act ion may be significant is not always easy to answer. I requent-
ly, theic are aspects of a project that are subjective or unmeasuieable. It is also understood that those who determine 
signif icance may have l i t t le or no formal knowledge oi the environment or may be technically expert in environmental 
analysis In add i t ion , many who have knowledge in one part icular area may not be aware of the broader concerns affecting 
the quest ion of signif icance. 

The fu l l EAF is intended to provide a method whereby applicants and agencies can be assured that the determination 
process has been orderly, comprehensive in nature, yet flexible to allow introduction of information to fit a project or action. 

Full EAF Components: The fu l l If A F is comprised of three parts: 

Part 1: Provides object ive data and informat ion about a given project and its site. By identifying basic: project 
data, it assists a reviewer in the analysis that takes place in Parts 2 and 3 

Part 2: Focuses on ident i fy ing the range of possible impacts that may occur f rom a project or action. It provides 
guidance as to whether an impact is l ikely to be considered small to moderate oi whether it is a potentially-
large impact The form also identif ies whether an impact can be mit igated or reduced. 

Part 3: If any impact in Part 2 is ident i f ied as potential ly- large, then Part 3 is used to evaluate whether or not the 
impact is actua l ly important . 

D E T E R M I N A T I O N O F S I G N I F I C A N C E - T y p e 1 a n d U n l i s t e d Ac t ions 

Identify the Portions of EAF completed for this project: S Part 1 5o Part 2 DPart 3 

Upon review of the in format ion recorded on this EAF (Parts 1 and 2 and 3 if appropriate), and any other supporting 
in fo rmat ion , and considering both the magitude and importance of each impact, it is reasonably determined by the 
lead agency that : 

D A. The project w i l l not result in any large and important impact(s) and, therefore, is one which will not 
have a s igni f icant impact on the environment, therefore a negative declaration will he prepared. 

• B. A l though the project could have a signif icant effect on the environment, there wi l l not be a significant 

e f fect for this Unlisted Act ion because the mit igat ion measures described in PART 3 have been required, 
therefore a CONDIT IONED negative declaration will be prepared.* 

• C. The project may result in one or more large and important impacts that may have a significant impact 

on the environment, therefore a positive declaration will be prepared. 
'' A Cond i t ioned Negative Declarat ion is only val id for Unlisted Actions 

SUBDIVISION PLAN FOR nOMF.NTHO .qnAr,T,TnNE 

Name of Action 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

Name of Lead Agency 

Print or Type Name of Responsible Off icer in Lead Agency Title of Responsible Off icer 

Signature of Responsible Of f icer in Lead Agency Signature of Preparer (If different from responsible officer) 

A p r i l 6, 2000 
Date 

1 



PARI 1-PROJECT INFORMATION i Spared by Project Sponsor 
NOTICE: This document is designed to assist in determining whether the action proposed may have a significant effect 
on the environment. Please complete the entire form, Parts A through E. Answers to these questions will be considered 
as part of the application for approval and may be subject to further verification and public review. Provide any additional 
information you believe will be needed to complete Parts 2 and 3. 

It is expected that completion of the full EAF will be dependent on information currently available and will not involve 
new studies, research or investigation. If information requiring such additional work is unavailable, so indicate and specify 
each instance. 

NAME OF ACTION 

SUBDIVISION PLAN FOR DOMENICO SCAGLIONE 
LOCATION OF ACTION (Include Street Address, Municipality and Cc 

SOUTH WEST CORNER OF TEMPLE HILL ROAD 
)unty) 

(N.Y S. ROUTE 300) & FISHER LANE 
NAME OF APPLICANT/SPONSOR 

DOMENICO SCAGLIONE 
ADDRESS 

241 TEMPLE HILL ROAD 

BUSINESS TELEPHONE 

(914 ) 5 6 2 - 7 0 4 3 

CITY/PO 

NEW WINDSOR 
NAME OF OWNER (If different) 

SAME AS ABOVE 

STATE 

NY j 

ZIP CODE 

12553 
BUSINESS TELEPHONE 

( ) 
ADDRESS 

CITY/PO STATE ZIP CODE 

DESCRIPTION OF ACTION 3 L 0 T SUBDIVISION OF A 1.05 ACRE PARCEL. A EXISTING DWELLING I S 
LOCATED ON PROPOSED LOT 1, LOTS 2 & 3 WILL CREATE 2 NEW RESIDENTIAL BUILDING LOTS. 
EXISTING PUBLIC UTILITIES (SEWER & WATER) IS AVAILABLE & CONNECTIONS TO SAME I S 
PROPOSED. EXISTING ZONE P I (PLANNED INDUSTRIAL) WHICH REQUIRES A USE VARIANCE HAS 
BEEN GRANTED BY ZBA ON 2 - 1 4 - 0 0 

Please Complete Each Question—Indicate N.A. if not applicable 

A. Site Description 
Physical setting of overall project, both developed and undeveloped areas. 

1. Present land use: DUrban Dlndustrial DCommercial KResidential (suburban 

DForest DAgriculture DOther . 

2. Total acreage of project area: 1.05 acres. 

APPROXIMATE ACREAGE 

• Rural (non-farm) 

Meadow or Brushland (Non-agricultural) 

Forested 

Agricultural (Includes orchards, cropland, pasture, etc.) 

Wetland (Freshwater or tidal as per Articles 24, 25 of ECL) 

Water Surface Area 

Unvegetated (Rock, earth or fill) 

Roads, buildings and other paved surfaces 

Other (Indicate type) LAWNS 

0.93 

0.12 

PRESENTLY 

_ acres 

_ acres 

_ acres 

_ acres 

_ acres 

_ acres 

_ acres 

_ acres 

AFTER COMPLETION 
acres 

0.36 

0.69 

acres 

acres 

acres 

acres 

acres 

acres 

acres 

3. What is predominant soil type(s) on project site?(MdB) MARDIN, (ESB) ERIE, GRAVELLY SILT LOAM 

a. Soil drainage: DWell drained % of site SModerately well drained 80 % of site 

BPoorly drained 20 % of site 

b. If any agricultural land is involved, how many acres of soil are classified within soil group 1 through 4 of the NYS 
Land Classification System? acres. (See 1 NYCRR 370). 

4 Are there bedrock outcroppings on project site? CJYes lEJNo 

a. What is depth to bedrock? > 5 (in feet) 



5 Approximate percentage of proposed project site with slopes: Iiil0-10% 100 % DlO-15% % 

^ k Dl!5% or g t ^ fc r % 

6. Is project substantially contiguous to, oi contain a building, site, or district, listed on the State or the National 
Registers of Historic Places? KYes DNo 

7 Is pioject substantially contiguous to a site listed on the Registei of National Natural Landmarks'!' SYes DNo 

« What is the depth of the watei tabic? 4" " (in feet) 

Ĵ \b site kxated over a piimary, principal, or sole source aquifer? FJYes IxlNo 

0 Do hunting, fishing or shell fishing opportunities presently exist in the pioject area? DYes L̂ JNo 

1 Does project site contain any species of plant or animal life that is identified as threatened or endangered? 

DYes S N o Accoiding to 

identify each species 

Are there any unique or unusual land forms on the project site? (i.e., cliffs, dunes, other geological formations) 

DYes HNo Describe 

3. Is the project site presently used by the community or neighborhood as an open space or recreation area? 
DYes HNo If yes, explain 

14. Does the present site include scenic views known to be important to the community? 
DYes IE) No 

NONE 15 Streams within or contiguous to project area: 

a. Name of Stream and name of River to which it is tributary 

16. Lakes, ponds, wetland areas within or contiguous to project area: 

a. Name b. Size (In acres) 

17. Is the site served by existing public utilities? EYes DNo 

a) If Yes, does sufficient capacity exist to allow connection? LBYes DNo 

b) If Yes, will improvements be necessary to allow connection? DYes IDNo 

18. Is the site located in an agricultural district certified pursuant to Agriculture and Markets Law, Article 25-AA, 
Section 303 and 304? DYes BNo 

19. Is the site located in or substantially contiguous to a Critical Environmental Area designated pursuant to Article 8 
of the ECL, and 6 NYCRR 617? DYes 0 N o 

20. Has the site ever been used for the disposal of solid or hazardous wastes? DYes SNo 

B. Project Description 
1. Physical dimensions and scale of project (fill in dimensions as appropriate) 

a. Total contiguous acreage owned or controlled by project sponsor •*- • 05 acres. 

b. Project acreage to be developed: 1.05 acres initially; 1.05 acres ultimately. 

c. Project acreage to remain undeveloped 0 acres. 

d. Length of project, in miles: N/A (If appropriate) 

e. If the project is an expansion, indicate percent of expansion proposed NO %• 

f. Number of off-street parking spaces existing 2 ; proposed 6 

g. Maximum vehicular trips generated per hour " (upon completion of project)? 

h. If residential: Number and type of housing units: 
One Family Two Family Multiple Family Condominium 

3 Initially 

Ultimately 

i. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure 30 height; 6.0 width; 30 length. 

j . Linear feet of frontage along a public thoroughfare project will occupy is? ft 



How much natural material (i.e., rock, earth^tc.) will be removed from the site? ^ ^ tons/cubic yards 

Will disturbed areas be reclaimed? BY^_ r DNo DN/A ^ ^ 

a. If yes, for what intended purpose is the site being reclaimed? LAWNS 

b. Will topsoil be stockpiled for reclamation? 51 Yes DNo 

c Will upper subsoil be stockpiled for reclamation? i_Yes GNo 

How many acres of vegetation (trees, shrubs, ground covers) will be removed from site? 0- 69 acres. 

Will any mature forest (over 100 years old) or other locally-important vegetation be removed by this project? 
DYes HNo 

If single phase project: Anticipated period of construction 6 months, (including demolition). 

If multi-phased: N/A 

a. Total number of phases anticipated (number). 

b. Anticipated date of commencement phase 1 month year, (including demolition). 

c. Approximate completion date of final phase month year. 

d. Is phase 1 functionally dependent on subsequent phases? QYes DNo 

Will blasting occur during construction? DYes HNo 

Number of jobs generated: during construction 10 ; after project is complete 0 . 

0 Number of jobs eliminated by this project . 

Will project require relocation of any projects or facilities? DYes HNo If yes, explain 

T Is surface liquid waste disposal involved? GYes [_No 

a. If yes, indicate type of waste (sewage, industrial, etc.) and amount 

b. Name of water body into which effluent will be discharged 

3. Is subsurface liquid waste disposal involved? 03Yes GNo Type SEWAGE 

-. Will surface area of an existing water body increase or decrease by proposal? DYes SNo 

Explain 
?. Is project or any portion of project located in a 100 year flood plain? DYes 5_No 

". Will the project generate solid waste? _lYes DNo 

a. If yes, what is the amount per month 0-5 tons 

b. If yes, will an existing solid waste facility be used? E_Yes DNo 

c. If yes, give name ORANGE COUNTY SANTTAKY T.ANDTTTTJ, location NEW HAMPTON. NY 

d. Will any wastes not go into a sewage disposal system or into a sanitary landfill? DYes L_No 

e. If Yes, explain 

~. Will the project involve the disposal of solid waste? DYes _)No 

a. If yes, what is the anticipated rate of disposal? tons/month. 

b. If yes, what is the anticipated site life? years. 

I.. Will project use herbicides or pesticides? DYes BNo 

'». Will project routinely produce odors (more than one hour per day)? DYes 0 N o 

.) Will project produce operating noise exceeding the local ambient noise levels? DYes QNo 

.'. Will project result in an increase in energy use? SYes DNo 

If yes , indicate type(s) OIL. NATURAL GAS, ELECTRIC 

.'. If water supply is from wells, indicate pumping capacity N/A gallons/minute. 

I Total anticipated water usage per day 1*000 gallons/day. 

4. Does project involve Local, State or Federal funding? DYes UlNo 

If Yes, explain 



25. Approvals Required: 

^Xt^xlown, Village Board LI Yes I lNo 

^jft^x Town, \ft&Jxs:gK Planning Boaid kiYes i"lNo 

$%fy, 1 own Zoning Boaid ijdYes I ]No 

City, CoLinly Health Department DYes DNo 

Othei Local Agencies fJYes DNo 

Other Regional Agencies DYes DNo 

State Agencies DYes DNo 

Federal Agencies DYes DNo 

T> 
Submittal 
Date 

SUBDIVISION 

USE VARIANCE 

04/06/00 
04/06/00 

C. Zoning and Planning Information 
1 Does proposed ac t ion involve a planning or zoning decision? CSYes DNo 

If Yes, indicate decision required: 

Dzomng amendment S'zoning variance Dspecial use permit [Subdivision 

Dnew/revision of master plan Dresource management plan Dother 

2 What is the zoning classification(s)of the site? P I " PLANNED INDUSTRIAL 

Dsite plan 

3 What is the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permitted by the present zoning? 

3 RESIDENTIAL BUILDING LOTS 

4. What is the proposed zoning of the site? NO CHANGE 

5 What is the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permitted by the proposed zoning? 
N/A 

6 Is the proposed action consistent with the recommended uses in adopted local land use plans? LHYes DNo 

7 What are the predominant land use(s) and zoning classifications within a 14 mile radius of proposed action? 

RESIDENTIAL 

8 Is the proposed act ion compat ib le w i th adjoining/surrounding land uses wi th in a VA mile? CEIYes DNo 

9 If the proposed action is the subdivision of land, how many lots are proposed? 3 

a. What is the minimum lot size proposed? I->>U00 S.F. 

10 Will proposed action require any authorization(s) for the formation of sewer or water districts? DYes DNo 

11 Will the proposed action create a demand for any community provided services (recreation, education, police, 
i'v-H protection)? DYes SNo 

a. If yes, is existing capacity sufficient to handle projected demand? DYes DNo 

12 Will the proposed action result in the generation of traffic significantly above present levels? DYes HNo 

a. If yes, is the existing road network adequate to handle the additional traffic? DYes DNo 

D. informational Details 
Attach any additional information as may be needed to clarify your project. If there are or may be any adverse 

impacts associated with your proposal, please discuss such impacts and the measures which you propose to mitigate or 
avoid them. 

E. Verification 
I certify that the information provided above is true to the best of my knowledge. 

Applirant/Spona^y >jame^-, Gera ld Zimmerman Date 04-06-00 

Signature ^^^^C^sX ^ <^ ~~~ Title PROJECT ENGINEER 

If the action is in the Coastal Areaydnd you are a state agency, complete the Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding 
with this assessment. 

5 



I1 Part 2-PROJECT IMPACTS AND THEIR MAGNITJ 
l^^»nsibility of Lead Agency 

•neral In format ion (Read Careful ly) 

!n complet ing the fo rm the reviewer should be guided by (he quest ion: Have my responses and determinat ions been 

reasonable? The reviewer is not expected to be an expert environmental analyst. 

.dent i fy ing that an impact w i l l be potent ia l ly large (column 2) does not mean that it is also necessarily s igni f icant. 

\ ny large impact must be evaluated in PART 3 to determine signif icance. Ident i fy ing an impact in co lumn 2 s imply 

sks that it be looked at further. 

The Examples provided are to assist the reviewer by showing types of impacts and wherever possible the threshold of 

magnitude that wou ld trigger a response in column 2. The examples are general ly app l icab le throughout the State and 

or most situations. But, for any specific project or site other examples and/or lower thresholds may be appropr ia te 

, or a Potential Large Impact response, thus requiring evaluat ion in Part 3. 

The impacts of each project, on each site, in each local i ty, w i l l vary. Therefore, the examples are i l lustrat ive and 

lave been offered as guidance. They do not constitute an exhaustive list of impacts and thresholds to answer each question 

The number of examples per question does not indicate the importance of each quest ion. 

in ident i fy ing impacts, consider long term, short term and cumlat ive effects. 

truct ions (Read careful ly) 

Answer each of the 19 questions in PART 2. Answer Yes if there wi l l be any impact . 

Maybe answers should be considered as Yes answers. 

If answering Yes to a question then check the appropr iate box (column 1 or 2) to indicate the potent ia l size of the 
mpact. If impact threshold equals or exceeds any example provided, check co lumn 2. If impact w i l l occur but threshold 
s lower than example, check column 1. 

if reviewer has doubt about size of the impact then consider the impact as potent ia l l y large and proceed to PART 3. 

!f a potent ia l ly large impact checked in co lumn 2 can be mit igated by change(s) in the project to a small to moderate 

mpact, also check the Yes box in co lumn 3. A No response indicates that such a reduct ion is not possible. This 

must be explained in Part 3. 

IMPACT ON LAND 
.Vill the proposed act ion result in a physical change to the project site? 

y%tiO WSES 
xamples that wou ld apply to column 2 

ny construct ion on slopes of 15% or greater, (15 foo t rise per 100 
ot of length), or where the general slopes in the project area exceed 
%. 

ins t ruct ion on land where the depth to the water table is less than 

feet. 

inst ruct ion of paved parking area for 1,000 or more vehicles. 

inst ruct ion on land where bedrock is exposed or generally wi th in 

reet of existing ground surface. ' 

instruct ion that wi l l cont inue for more than 1 year or involve more 

an one phase or stage. 

cavat ion for mining purposes that would remove more than 1,000 

ns of natural mater ial (i.e., rock or soil) per year.. 

instruct ion or expansion of a sanitary landf i l l . 

instruction in a designated f loodway. 

her impacts 

'/il l there be an effect to any unique or unusual land forms found on 

ie site? (i.e., cl i f fs, dunes, geological formations, e t c . )HNO DYES 

ecif ic land forms: 

1 
Small to 
Moderate 

Impact 

D 

S> 

• 
D 

• 
• 
• 
D 

• 

D 

2 
Potential 

Large 
Impact 

• 

D 

• 
• 
D 

• 
• 
• 
D 

• 

3 
Can Impact Be 
Mitigated By 

Project Change 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 



I M P A C T O N WATER 

3 W i l l proposed act ion affect any water body designated as protected? 

(Under Articles 15, 24, 25 of the Environmental Conservation Law, ECL) 

U N O DYES 

Examples that wou ld apply to co lumn 2 

• Developable area of site contains a protected water body. 

• Dredging more than 100 cubic yards of mater ial f rom channel of a 

protected stream 

• Extension of ut i l i ty distr ibution facil it ies through a protected water body. 

• Construct ion in a designated freshwater or t idal wet land. 

• Other impacts: 

4 W i l l proposed act ion af fect any non-protected existing or new body 

of water? S N O DYES 

Examples that wou ld apply to co lumn 2 

• A 1 0 % increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of water 

or more than a 10 acre increase or decrease. 

• Construct ion of a body of water that exceeds 10 acres of surface area. 

• Other impacts: 

5 Wi l l Proposed Act ion a f fec t surface or groundwater 

qua l i ty or quanti ty? 0 N O DYES 

Examples that wou ld apply to co lumn 2 

• Proposed Act ion w i l l require a discharge permit . 

• Proposed Act ion requires use of a source of water that does not 
have approval to serve proposed (project) act ion. 

• Proposed Ac t ion requires water supply f rom wells w i th greater than 45 

gallons per minute pumping capaci ty. 

• Construct ion or operat ion causing any contaminat ion of a water 
supply system. 

• Proposed Act ion w i l l adversely af fect groundwater. 

• Liquid eff luent w i l l be conveyed off the site to facil i t ies which presently 

do not exist or have inadequate capacity. 

• Proposed Act ion wou ld use water in excess of 20,000 gallons per 
day. 

• Proposed Ac t ion wi l l l ikely cause si l tat ion or other discharge into an 

existing body of water to the extent that there wi l l be an obvious visual 

contrast to natural condi t ions. 

• Proposed Act ion wi l l require the storage of petroleum or chemical 

products greater than 1,100 gallons. 

• Proposed Ac t ion wi l l a l low residential uses in areas w i thou t water 

and/or sewer services. 

Proposed Act ion locates commerc ia l and/or industrial uses which may 

require new or expansion of existing waste t reatment and/or storage 

faci l i t ies. 

Other impacts: 

) W i l l proposed act ion alter drainage f low or patterns, or surface 

water runoff? S N O DYES 

Examples tha i wou ld apply to co lumn 2 

Proposed Ac t ion wou ld change f lood water f lows. 
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'loposed Action may cause substantial erosion, 

'roposed Action is incompatible with existing drainage patterns. 
Jroposed Action will allow development in a designated floodway 

Other impacts-

IMPACT ON AIR 

SNO DYES Wil l proposed action affect air quality? 
Examples that would apply to column 2 

'roposed Action will induce 1,000 or more vehicle trips in any given 
our. 

'roposed Action will result in the incineration of more than 1 ton of 
efuse per hour. 

mission rate of total contaminants will exceed 5 lbs. per hour or a 
eat source producing more than 10 million BTU's per hour. 

'roposed action will allow an increase in the amount of land committed 
o industrial use. 

'roposed action will allow an increase in the density of industrial 
evelopment within existing industrial areas. 

Other impacts: 

IMPACT ON PLANTS AND ANIMALS 

Will Proposed Action affect any threatened or endangered 
species? HNO DYES 
Examples that would apply to column 2 

'eduction of one or more species listed on the New York or Federal 
st, using the site, over or near site or found on the site. 

Removal of any portion of a critical or significant wildlife habitat. 

\pplication of pesticide or herbicide more than twice a year, other 

nan for agricultural purposes. 

Other impacts: 

Wil l Proposed Action substantially affect non-threatened or 
non-endangered species? BNO DYES 
Examples that would apply to column 2 

'roposed Action would substantially interfere with any resident or 
nigratory fish, shellfish or wildlife species. 

'roposed Action requires the removal of more than 10 acres 
f mature forest (over 100 years of age) or other locally important 
egetation. 

IMPACT ON AGRICULTURAL LAND RESOURCES 

Will the Proposed Action affect agricultural land resources? 
UNO DYES 

Examples that would apply to column 2 
he proposed action would sever, cross or limit access to agricultural 

and (includes cropland, hayfields, pasture, vineyard, orchard, etc.) 

1 
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• Yes DNo 
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• Yes DNo 
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Construct ion ac t iv i t y w o u l d excavate or compact the soil prof i le oi 

agricul tural land 

The proposed act ion w o u l d irreversibly convert more than 10 acres 

of agr icul tural land or, if located in an Agr icu l tura l Distr ict, more 

than 2 5 acres of agr icu l tu ra l land. 

The proposed act ion wou ld disrupt or prevent instal lat ion of agricultural 

land management systems (e.g., subsurface drain lines, out let ditches, 

strip cropping); or create a need for such measures (e.g. cause a fa rm 

f ie ld to drain poor ly due to increased runoff) 

Other impacts: 

I M P A C T O N A E S T H E T I C R E S O U R C E S 

11 Wi l l proposed ac t ion a f fec t aesthetic resources? SlNO DYES 
(If necessary, use the Visual EAF Addendum in Section 617.21, 
Appendix B.) 
Examples that w o u l d apply to co lumn 2 

• Proposed land uses, or pro ject components obviously d i f ferent f rom 
or in sharp contrast to current surrounding land use patterns, whether 
man-made or natura l . 

• Proposed land uses, or project components visible to users of 
aesthetic resources w h i c h w i l l e l iminate or s igni f icant ly reduce their 
en joyment of the aesthet ic qual i t ies of that resource. 

• Project components that w i l l result in the e l iminat ion or s igni f icant 

screening of scenic views known to be impor tant to the area. 

• Other impacts: 

IMPACT O N H I S T O R I C A N D A R C H A E O L O G I C A L RESOURCES 

12. Wi l l Proposed A c t i o n impact any site or structure of historic, pre­

historic or pa leon to log ica l importance? D N O SlYES 

Examples that w o u l d apply tc co lumn 2 

• Proposed Act ion occur r ing who l l y or part ia l ly w i th in or substant ial ly 

cont iguous to any fac i l i t y or site listed on the State or Nat ional Register 

of historic places. 

• Any impact to an archaeolog ica l site or fossil bed located wi th in the 

project site. 

• Proposed Ac t ion w i l l occur in an area designated as sensitive for 

archaeological sites on the NYS Site Inventory. 

• Other impacts: 

IMPACT ON OPEN SPACE AND RECREATION 
13 Wi l l Proposed A c t i o n a f fec t the quant i ty or qual i ty of existing or 

future open spaces or recreat ional opportunit ies? 

Examples that w o u l d apply to co lumn 2 H N O DYES 

• The permanent fo rec losure of a future recreat ional oppor tuni ty . 

• A major reduct ion of an open space impor tant to the communi ty . 

• Other impacts: 
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IMPACT ON TRANSPO 
# 

ION 

' Will there be an effect to existing transportation systems? 
13 NO DYFS 

Examples that would apply to column 2 

Alteiation of piesent patterns of movement of people and/or goods. 

Ptoposed Action will icsull in majoi tiaffic problems. 

Oihei impacts: 

IMPACT ON ENERGY 

."; Will proposed action affect .the community's sources of fuel or 
c-neigy supply? B N O DYES 
Examples that would apply to column 2 

u Proposed Action will cause a greater than 5% increase in '.he use of 
any form of energy in the municipality. 

- Proposed Action will require the creation or extension of an energy 
transmission or supply system to serve more than 50 single or two family 
residences or to serve a major commercial or industrial use. 

"• Other impacts: 

NOISE AND ODOR IMPACTS 

'•6 Will there be objectionable odors, noise, or vibration as a result 
of the Proposed Action? ®NO DYES 

Examples that would apply to column 2 

* Blasting within 1,500 feet of a hospital, school or other sensitive 
facility. 

* Odors will occur routinely (more than one hour per day). 

- Proposed Action will produce operating noise exceeding the local 
ambient noise levels for noise outside of structures. 

e Proposed Action will remove natural barriers that would act as a 
noise screen. 

* Other impacts: 

IMPACT ON PUBLIC HEALTH 

T 
DYES 

Will Proposed Action affect public health and safety? 
3 N O 

Examples that would apply to column 2 

• Proposed Action may cause a risk of explosion or release of hazardous 
substances (i.e. oil, pesticides, chemicals, radiation, etc.) in the event of 
accident or upset conditions, or there may be a chronic low level 
discharge or emission. 

• Proposed Action may result in the burial of "hazardous wastes" in any 
form (i.e. toxic, poisonous, highly reactive, radioactive, irritating, 
infectious, etc.) 

" • Storage facilities for one million or more gallons of liquified natural 
gas or other flammable liquids. 

• Proposed action may result in the excavation or other disturbance 
within 2,000 feet of a site used for the disposal of solid or hazardous 
waste. 

• Other impacts: 

1 ^ 2 
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IMPACT ON G R O \ A W A N D CHARACTER 
OF COMMUNITY OR NEIGHBORHOOD 

18 Will proposed action affect the character of the existing community? 
SNO DYES 

Examples that would apply to column 2 

• The permanent population of the city, town or village in which the 
project is located is likely to grow by more than 5%. 

• The municipal budget for capital expenditures or operating services 
will increase by more than 5% per year as a result of this project. 

• Proposed action will conflict with officially adopted plans or goals. 

• Proposed action will cause a change in the density of land use. 

• Proposed Action will replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures 
or areas of historic importance to the community. 

• Development will create a demand for additional community services 
(e.g. schools, police and fire, etc.) 

• Proposed Action will set an important precedent for future projects 

• Proposed Action will create or eliminate employment. 

• Other impacts: 

19. Is there, or is there likely to be, public controversy related to 
potential adverse environmental impacts? S J N O DYES 

If Any Action in Part 2 Is Identified as a Potential Large Impact or 
If You Cannot Determine the Magmtude of Impact. Proceed to Part 3 

Part 3-EVALUATION OF THE IMPORTANCE OF IMPACTS 
Responsibility of Lead Agency 

Part 3 must be prepared if one or more impact(s) is considered to be potentially large, even if the impact(s) may be 
mitigated. 

Instructions 

Discuss the following for each impact identified in Column 2 of Part 2: 

1 Briefly describe the impact. 

2 Describe (if applicable) how the impact could be mitigated or reduced to a small to moderate impact by project change(s). 

3 Based on the information available, decide if it is reasonable to conclude that this impact is important. 

To answer the question of importance, consider: 
• The probability of the impact occurring 
• The duration of the impact 
• Its irreversibility, including permanently lost resources of value 
• Whether the impact can or will be controlled 
• The regional consequence of the impact 
• Its potential divergence from local needs and goals 
• Whether known objections to the project relate to this impact. 

(Continue on attachments) 
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'XX' 

APPLICANT'S PROXY STATEMENT 
(for professional representation) 

for submittal to the 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 

Domenico Scaglione , deposes and says that he 
(Applicant) 

r e s i d e s a t 241 Temple Hi l l Road, New Windsor, NY 12553 

( A p p l i c a n t ' s A d d r e s s ) 

i n t h e Coun ty of Orange 

and S t a t e of New York 

and t h a t he i s t h e a p p l i c a n t f c r t h e Subdivision Plan for Domenico 

Scaglione 
( P r o j e c t Name and D e s c r i p t i o n ) 

w h i c h i s t h e p r e m i s e s d e s c r i b e d i n t h e f o r e g o i n g a p p l i c a t i o n and 

t h a t he h a s a u t h o r i z e d Zimmerman Engineering & Surveying, P.C. 
( P r o f e s s i o n a l R e p r e s e n t a t i v e ) 

t o make t h e f o r e g o i n g a p D l i c a t i o n a s d e s c r i b e d t h e r e i n . 

Date: 
/ ' ( Owner ' s Sianaturerf Owner's Signature 

4^ 
(Witness1 Signature) 

THIS FORM CANNOT BE WITNESSED BY THE PERSON OR REPRESENTATIVE OF 
THE COMPANY WHO IS BEING AUTHORIZED TO REPRESENT THE APPLICANT 
AND/OR OWNER AT THE MEETINGS. 

RECE.fl/E.0 OCJ - 7 1999 
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I f A p p l i c a b l e "XX" 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 
SUBDIVISION/LOT LINE CHANGE CHECKLIST 

I . The f o l l o w i n g i t e m s s h a l l be s u b m i t t e d w i t h a COMPLETED 
P l a n n i n g B o a r d A p p l i c a t i o n Form. 

1 . X E n v i r o n m e n t a l A s s e s s m e n t S t a t e m e n t 

* 2 . X Proxy S t a t e m e n t 

3 . x Aoolicaticn Fees 

x _Completed Checklist 

II. The following checklist inems shall be incorporated on zhe 
Subdivision Plat prior to consideration of being placed on 
the Planning Board Agenda. 

1. x Name and address of Applicant. 

*2. x Name and address of Owner. 

3. x Subdivision name and location. 

4. x Tax Map Da^a (Section-Block-Lot). 

5. x Location Map at a scale of 1" = 2,000 £T:. 

6. x Zoning table showing what is required in the 
particular zone and what applicant is 
proposing. 

7 . x Show zoning boundary if any portion of 
proposed subdivision is within or adjacent 
to a different zone. 

o X Date of plat preparation and/or date of any 

plat revisions. 

9. x Scale the plat is drawn to and North Arrow. 

10. x Designation (in title) if submitted as 

Sketch Plan, Preliminary Plan or Final Plan. 

11. x Surveyor's certification. 

12. x Surveyor's seal and signature. 
*If applicable. (T% t% t*% F^ 

y) V) " ^ ' > ' * V-J 
Page 1 o f 4 

R E C E I V E D OCT - 7 1999 



• • 

13. X Name of adjoining owners. 

14. X Wetlands and 100 foot buffer zone with an 
appropriate note regarding D.E.C. 
requirements. 

*I5 . X Flood land boundaries. 

16. N/A A note sna-ing that the septic system for 
each lc~ is to be designed by a licensed 
professional before a building permit can 
be issued. 

i_7. To follow Final rr.e-es and bounds. 

18. X Name and width of adjacent streets; the 
road boundary is to be a minimum of 23 ft. 
from the physical center line of the 
street. 

19. X Include existing or proposed easements. 

20. X Right-of-Way widths. 

21. N/A Road profile and typical section (minimum 
traveled surface, excluding shoulders, is 
to be 16 ft. wide). 

22. x Lot area (in square feet for each lot less 
than 2 acres). 

23 . x Number uhe l o t s i n c l u d i n g r e s i d u a l l o t . 

24. N/A Show any e x i s t i n g waterways. 

*25. N/A A no te s t a t i n g a road (or any o t h e r type) 
maintenance agreement i s t o be f i l e d in 
the Town C l e r k ' s Off ice and County C l e r k ' s 
O f f i c e . 

26. 0 App l i cab le n o t e p e r t a i n i n g t o cwners 1 

review and c o n c u r r e n c e wi th p l a t t oge the r 
with owners ' s i g n a t u r e . 

27. 0 Show any e x i s t i n g or proposed improvements, 
i . e . , d r a i n a g e sys t ems , w a t e r l i n e s , 
s e w e r l i n e s , e t c . ( i n c l u d i n g l o c a t i o n , s i z e 
and d e p t h s ) . 

28. __5 __Show a i l e x i s t i n g houses , a c c e s s o r y 
' s t r u c t u r e s , e x i s t i n g w e l l s and s e p t i c 

sys tems w i t h i n 200 f t . of t h e p a r c e l to be 
s u b d i v i d e d . 

* I f a p p l i c a b l e . 
Pace 2 of 4 
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29. N/A Show all and proposed on-site "septic" 
system and well locations; with percolation 
and deep test locations and information, 
including date of test and name of 
professional who performed test. 

30. N/A Provide "septic" system design notes as 
reauired bv the Town of New Windsor. 

31. Tn fniinu Show existing grade by contour (2 ft. 
interval preferred) and indicate source of 
contour data. 

32. __n Indicate percentage and direction of grade 

33. o Indicate any reference to previous, i.e., 
file map date, file map number and previous 
lot number. 

34. Provide 4" wide x 2" high box in area of 
title block (preferably lower right corner) 
for use by Planning Board in affixing Stamp 
of Approval. 

35. 0 Indicate location of street or area 
lighting (if required). 

Page 3 of 4 



REFERRING TO QUESTION 9 ON THE APPLICATION FORM, "IS THIS 
PROPERTY WITHIN AN AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT CONTAINING A FARM 
OPERATION OR WITHIN 500 FEET OF A FARM OPERATION LOCATED IN AN 
AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT, PLEASE NOTE THE FOLLOWING: 

36. N/A Referral to Orange County Planning Dept. 
required for all applicants filing 
AD Statement. 

37. N/A A Disclosure Statement, in the form set below 
must be inscribed on all subdivision maps 
prior to the affixing of a stamp of apprcval, 
whether or not the Planning Board 
specifically requires such a statement as a 
condition of approval. 

"Prior to the sale, lease, purchase, or exchange of property 
on this site which is wholly or partially within or 
immediately adjacent to or within 500 feet of a farm 
operation, the purchaser or leasor shall be notified of such 
farm operation with a copy of the following notification. 

It is the policy of this State and this community to 
conserve, protect and encourage the development and 
improvement of agricultural land for the production of food, 
and other products, and also for its natural and ecological 
value. This notice is to inform prospective residents that 
the property they are about to acquire lies partially or 
wholly within an agricultural district or within 500 feet of 
such a district and that farming activities occur within the 
district. Such farming activities may include, but not be 
limited to, activities that cause noise, dust and odors." 

This list is provided as a guide only and is for the convenience 
of the Applicant. The Town of New Windsor Planning Board may 
require additional notes or revisions prior to granting apprcval. 

PREPARER' S ACKNOWLEDGEMENT: 

The plat for the proposed subdivision has been prepared in 
accordance with this checklist and the^Town of New Windsor 
Ordinances, to the best of my knowledge, 

5y: /^ 

D a t e : M- a r c h 2 0 ' 1997 

Page 4 o f 4 
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"XX" 

H-1- <2JB7)—Text 12 

P, -ECT 1.0. NUMB£H 617.21 
Appendix C 

•Stale Environmental Quality Review 

SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESS\J£NT FORM 
For UNLISTED ACTIONS Only '" 

SEQR 

PART I —PROJECT INFORMATION (To be completed by Applicant or Project sponsor) 

1 . APPLICANT/SPONSOR 

Doitienico Scag l ione 
I 2. PROJECT NAME 

I Subdivision for Domenico Scaglione 
3. PROJECT LOCATION: 

Municipality Town of New Windsor Coumy Orange 
4. PRECISE LOCATION (Street address and road Intersections, prominent landmarks, etc., or provide mao) 

Southwesterly corner of the intersection of Temple Hill Road & Fisher Lane 
dwelling on property located at 241 Temple Hill Road, New Windsor, NY. 

Existing 

5. IS PROPOSED ACTIGN: 

( 3 New L J Expansion Q Modi !!c at Ion/altar a t lcn 

8. DESCRIBE PROJECT BRIEFLY: 

Subdivision of approximately 1 acre parcel into 3 lots with one lot to include an 
existing dwelling. Proposed subdivision is located in a current Fl zone and is 
proposed for R-4 residential purposes. 

' . AMOUNT OF LAND AFFECTED: 

Initially 1 . 05± Ultimately 1.05± 
3. V/ILL PROPOSED ACTION COMPLY WITH EXISTING ZONING CP. OTHER EXISTING LAND USE RESTRICTIONS? 

D Y « 0 N O If No, d e s c l o e briefly 

ZBA approval required and rear yard variance for existing dwelling. 

9. WHAT IS PRESENT LAND USE IN VICINITY CF PROJECT? 

0 3 Resident ia l L l Industr ial L J Commercial I I Agriculture I I Park/ForesL'Open spaca L_i Ctr.er 

Describe: 

Residential properties are located across Temple Hill Road but property is now 
located in a PI zone Planned Industrial. 

10. DOES ACTION INVOLVE A PERMIT APPROVAL OR FUNCING. NOV/ Cn ULTIMATELY FROM ANY OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY IN­
STATE OR LOCAL)? 

G Yes r j No If yes. l ist agency(s) and permit/approvals 

1 1 . DOES ANY ASPECT OF T,HE ACTION HAVE A CURRENTLY VALID PERMIT OR APPROVAL? 

a Yes E No If yes, l ist agency name and perml'Japprcval 

12. AS A RESULT OF PROPOSED ACTION WILL EXISTING PERMIT/APPROVAL REQUIRE MODIFICATION? 

D Y M E N O 

I CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED A8CVE IS TRUE TO T H E BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE 

• 0ale. March 2 1 , 1997 Appl icant /sponsor name; 

Signature: 

& 

If the action is In the Coastal Area, and you are a state agency, complete the 
Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding wi th this assessment 

OVER 
1 
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Mora 
1) UNAUTHORIZED AL1ERATKJN OR ADDITION TO A SURVEY MAP BEARING A LICENSED LAND 
SURVEYOR'S SEAL IS A VIOLATION OF SECTION 7209. SUB-DIVISION 2 OF THE N.Y. STATE 
EDUCATION LAW. 
2) ONLY COPIES FROM THE ORIGINAL OF THIS SURVEY MARKED MTH AN ORIGINAL OF THE LAND 

j=fiyeVEYQR'S INKED SEAL OR HIS EMBOSSED SEAL SHALL BE CONSIDERED TO BE VALID TRUE 
COPIES. 
J) CERTIFICATIONS INDICATED HEREON SIGNIFY THAT THJS SURVEY WAS PREPARED IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE EXISTING CODE OF PRACTICE FOR LAND SURVEYS ADOPTED BY 
THE NEW YORK STATE ASSOCIATION OF PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYORS. SAID CERTIFICATIONS 
9HALC RUN ONLY TO THE PERSON FOR WHOM THE SURVEY IS PREPARED. AND ON HIS BEHALF 
TO THE TITLE COMPANY. GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY AND LENDING INSTITUTION LISTED HEREIN. AND 
TO THE ASSIGNEES OF THE LENDING INSTITUTION. CERTIFICATIONS ARE NOT TRANSFERABLE TO 
ADDITIONAL INSTITUTIONS OR SUBSEQUENT OWNER. 
4) UNDERGROUND IMPROVEMENTS OR ENCROACHMENTS. IF ANY. ARE NO! SHOWN HEREON. 
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EXISTING ZONING - PI 
PLANNED INDUSTRIAL 

MIN. LOT ARtA 
MIN. LOT WDTH 
REQUIRED FRONT YARD 
KtQUIREU SIDE YARD 
REQUIRED TOTAL SIDE YARDS 
REQUIRED RfcAK YARD 
RtQUIRED STREET FRONTAGE 
MAX, BLDG HEIGHT 
FLOOR AREA RATIO 
MIN. LIVABtb FL. AREA 
DEV. COVERA< 

* SEE NOTE: 

40,000 S.F 
150' FT. 

50' FT. 
15' FT. 
40' FT. 
20' FT. 
N/A 

PROPOSED ZONING - R-4 LOT 1 
SUBURBAN RESIDENTIAL EXISTING 

15,000 S.F. 15.758 SQ.FT 
100' FT. 123.4' 
35' FT. 43.4' 
15' FT. 19.7' 
30' FT. 57.4' 
40'FT. 40' 
60' 1 ! 259.9' 
35' FT. 35'MAX 
N/A 
1,000 S.F 
30X 

LOT 2 
PROPOSED 

15.005SQ. 
121.8' 
40' 
29' 
67' 
49' 
124.6' 
35'MAX 

FT. 

LOT 3 
PROPOSED 

15.006 SQ. FT 
125' 
40' 
34' 
70' 

47* 
127.8 
35'MAX 

t 

I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIS MAP SHOWS THE 
RESULTS OF AN ACTUAL SURVEY COMPLETED ON 
1 0 - 1 9 - 9 3 

oi tot* 

IS 
4T3&1 
0. 49410 

REVISIONS: 

»»ott of Nt* Yom 

VICINITY MAP 

TAX MAP NO. 
SECTION: 35 
BLOCK:1 
LOT: 70 

DEED 
LIBER: 2069 
PAGE: 782 

TOTAL TRACT AREA 
45,769 ± S.F. 
1.05 ± ACRES 

RECORD OWNER & SUBDIVIDER 
DOMENICO SCAGLIONE 
241 TEMPLE HILL ROAD 
NEW WINDSOR N.Y. 12553 

1 TOPOGRAPHY SHOWN BASED ON A ACTUAL FIELD SURVEY 

2 TOTAL NUMBER OF LOTS = 3 

3 LOTS TO BE SERVED BY TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR SEWER AND WATER 

4 THE PERCHASER OF EACH LOT SHALL BE PROVIDED WITH A COPY OF 
THE APPROVED PLANS AND ACCURATE AS-BUILT DRAWINGS OF 
EXISTING SANITARY FACILITIES TO THE LOT BEING PURCHASED 

5 THE APPROVED PLANS MUST BE FILED WITH THE ORANGE COUNTY 
CLERKS OFFICE PRIOR TO OFFERING LOTS FOR SALE AND WITHIN 90 
DAYS OF THE LAST APPROVAL OF FINAL PLANS 

6 * NOTE ZONING BOARD GRANTED A USE VARIANCE 
PERMITING 2 RESIDENTIAL DWELLINGS IN A PI. ZONING DISTRICT 
USING R-4 REQUIRMENTS- DATED 2 - 1 4 - 0 0 

7 I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE SEWAGE & WATER FACILITIES 
SHOWN ON THIS PLAT HAVE BEEN DESIGNED IN ACCORDANCE 
WITH THE STANDARDS & REQUIRMENTS PROMULGATED BY THE 
N.Y.S. DEPT. OF HEALTH & ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION FOR 
RESIDENTIAL LOTS & FURTHER THAT SUCH DESIGN IS BASED 
UPON ACTUAL SOIL St SITE CONDITIONS FOUND UPON SUCH LOT 
AT THE DESIGN LOCATIONAT THE TIME OF SUCH DESIGN. 

SHEET NO. U1 
SCALE: 1" - 30' 

DATE: MARCH 20. 2000 

JOB NO. 97011 ORAWN BY: C.R.C 

SUBDIVISION PLAN 
FOR 

DOMENICO SCAGLIONE 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

ORANGE COUNTY NEW YORK 

ZIMMERMAN ENGINEERING it SURVEYING.P.C. 
148 ROUTE 17M 

HARRIMAN.NEW YORK 10926 P H U N t ( S H ) /B2- / 9 / b 

9£ 


